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Papers. House Report No. 1854. Report on
the disposition of records by sundry depart-
ments of the United States Government.
Ordered to be printed.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of
committees were delivered to the Clerk
for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:

Mr. MASON: Committee on Immigration
and Naturalization. H. R. 5059, A bill to
grant the status of quota immigrants to Mr.
William B. Fawkner and his wife Mrs. Ida
Fawkner; with amendment (Rept. No. 1852).
Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House.

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public bills
and resolutions were introduced and sev-
erally referred as follows:

By Mr. THOMAS F. FORD:

H.R.6723. A bill for the relief of the State
fompensation insurance fund, SBtate of Cali-
fornia; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. DONDERO:

H.R.6724. A bill authorizing the con-
struction, repair, and preservation of certaln
public works on rivers and harbors, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Rivers
and Harbors,

By Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL:

H.R.6725. A bill to extend to April 15 the
time for filing certain income-tax returns; to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. HOLMES:

H.R.6727. A bill to lower the rate of tax
imposed with respect to the transfer of cer-
tain small guns; and to lower the rate of
tax imposed upon manufacturers and deal-
ers in such guns; to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 1 of rule XXII,

Mr MACIORA introduced & bill (H. R.
6726) to provide for the establishment of a
commissary or vending stand in the Wash-
ington asylum and jail, which was referred

~ to the Committee on the District of Colum-
bia.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions
and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk
and referred as follows:

2516. By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of the
executive council of the Beaver County (Pa.)
Sabbath School Association, an acecredited
auxiliary of the Pennsylvania State Sabbath
Bchool Association, urging the prohibition of
the manufacture, transportation, and sale of
distilled malt and vinous liquors for beverage
purposes until victory is achieved and the
armed forces of the Nation demobilized, the
date of such demobilization to be fixed by
Presidential proclamation; to the Committee
on Ways and Means.

2517. Also, petition of 80 citizens of Law-
rence County, Pa., favoring the passage of
the Senate bill 860, which is designed to keep
liquor from the military camps; to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs,

2518 By the SPEAKER: Petition of the Los
Angeles Smelter and Brass Workers Union,
Local 468, Congress of Indusfrial Organiza-
tions, Los Angeles, Calif., petitioning consid-
eration of their resolution with reference to
marketing quota of burley and dark-fired
tobacco; to the Committee on Agriculture.
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The Chaplain, the Very Reverend
Z€Barney T. Phillips, D, D., offered the
following prayer:

Almighty God, who hast made all
things for Thy glory and hast created
man in Thine own image: Help us to dis-
cern with ever-increasing gratitude the
wondrous gifts Thou dost impart through
speech and thought, which, swift as wind
with tempered mood for higher life, pre-
pares us for whatever chance the coming
days may bring.

Do Thou bless and prosper every sacri-
fice we make in the service of our coun-
try, and crown it with the type of spirit-
ual joy that shall countervail all sorrow
and separation and become our perma-
nent possession,

Remove from our midst the shallow
spirit of cynicism which thinks it more
clever to criticize than to cooperate; and
do Thou increase in us day by day the
spirit of loyalty and devotion to our na-
tional ideals, to our President, and all
who share his burden of responsibiiity

‘and leadership. And as we dedicate our

all to Thee, in selfless, loving service, may
every man of us respond unto this chal-
lenging appeal:

“Thou léast thy way to go, thou hast thy
ay

To live: Thou hast thy need of thee to
make

In the hearts of others: Do thy thing:
Yes, slake

The world’s great thirst for yet another
Man!

And be thou sure of this: No other can

Do for thee that appointed thee of God.”

In our Saviour’s Name we ask it. Amen.
THE JOURNAL

On request of Mr. BarxrEY, and by
unanimous consent, the reading of the
Journal of the proceedings of the calen-
dar day Monday, March 2, 1942, was dis-
pensed with, and the Journal was
approved.

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT

Messages in writing from the President
of the United States were communicated
to the Senate by Mr. Latta, one of his
secretaries.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE DURING

ADJOURNMENT

Under authority of the order of the 2d
instant,

The following message from the House
of Representatives was received during
adjournment of the Senate:

That the House had passed the bill
(8. 2198) to provide for the financing of
the War Damage Corporation, to amend
the Reconstruction Finance Corporation
Act, as amended, and for other purposes,
with an amendment, in which it request-
ed the concurrence of the Senate.

That the House had severally agreed
to the amendments of the Senate to the
following bills of the House:

H.R.3761. An act for the rellef of Mrs.
Willie M, Maye;
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H,R.3966. An act for the relief of Estella
King; and

H. R.4401. An act to provide for the estab=
lishment of a commissary or canteen at Glenn
Dale Sanatorlum, Glenn Dale, Md.

That the House had severally agreed to
the amendments of the Senate to the fol-
lowing bills and joint resolution of the
House:

H.R.6291, An act to amend the Merchant
Marine Act, 1936, as amended, to provide for
the coordination of the forwarding and sim-
ilar servicing of water-borne export and im-
port foreign commerce of the United States;

H.R.6375. An act to amend subchapter 2
of chapter 19 of the Code of Law for the Dis-
trict of Columbia;

H.R.6611. An act making appropriations
for the natlonal defense for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1942, and for other purposes;
and

H.J. Res. 248. Joint resclution to direct the
Commissioners of the District of Columbia
and the Public Utilities Commission to make
an Investigation and survey to determine the
feasibility of the construction of subways in
the District of Columbia for both streetcars
and vehicular traffic.

That the House had disagreed to the
amendments of the Senate to the bill
(H. R. 5784) to consolidate the police and
municipal courts of the District of Colum-
bia, and for other purposes, agreed to the
conference asked by the Senate on the
disagreeing votes of the two Houses
thereon, and that Mr. McGeHEE, Mr.
Harris of Arkansas, and Mr, DIRKSEN
were appointed managers on the part of
the House at the conference.

That the House had severally disagreed
to the amendment of the Senate to each
of the following hills of the House, asked
conferences with the Senate on the dis-
agreeing votes of the two Houses there-
on, and that Mr. McGeHEE, Mr. KEOGH,
and Mr. WINTER were appointed man-
agers on the part of the House at the con-
ferences:

H.R.4557. An act for the relief of the
estate of Mrs. Edna B, Crook;

H.R.4665. An act for the rellef of Harry
Kahn; and

H.R.5280. An act for the relief of Mrs,
Eddie A. Schnelder.

That the House had disagreed to the
amendments of the Senate to the bill
(H. R. 5473) for the relief of Allene
Ruhlman and John P, Ruhlman; asked
a conference with the Senate on the
disagreeing votes of the two - Houses
thereon, and that Mr. McGe=HEE, Mr.
KeocH, and Mr. WINTER were appointed
managers on the part of the House at
the conference.

That the House had passed a bill (H. R.
6543) to amend certain provisions of the
Internal Revenue Code relating to the
production of alcohol, in which it re-
quested the concurrence of the Senate.

ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESO-
LUTION SIGNED

That the Speaker had affixed his
signature to the following enrolled bills
and jeint resolution, and they were
signed by the Vice President:

8.1782. An act to authorize the payment
of & donation to and to provide for the
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travel at Government expense of persons dis-
charged from the Army of the United States
on account of fraudulent enlistment;

8. 1891, An act to amend an act to provide
allowances for uniforms and equipment for
certain officers of the Officers’ Reserve Corps
of the Army so as to provide allowances for
uniforms and equipment for certain officers
of the Army of the United States;

8.2282. An act to provide for the planting
of guayule and other rubber-bearing plants
and to make available a source of crude rub-
ber for emergency and defense uses;

H.R.3761. An act for the relief of Mrs.
Willie M. Maye;

H.R.3966. An act for the relief of Estella
King;

H.R.4401. An act to provide for the estab-
lishment of a commissary or canteen at Glenn
Dale Sanatorium, Glenn Dale, Md.;

H.R.6201. An act to amend the Merchant
Marine Act, 1936, as amended, to provide for
the coordination of the forwarding and simi-
lar servicing of water-borne export and im-
port foreign commerce of the United States;

H.R.6375. An act to amend subchapter 2
of chapter 19 of the Code of Law for the
District of Columbia;

H. R.6446. An act to provide for continuing
paymen of pay and allowances of personnel
of the Army, Navy, Marine Corps, and Coast
Guard, including the retired and Reserve
components thereof; the Coast and Geodetic
Survey and the Public Health Service, and
civilian employees of the executive depart-
ments, independent establishments, and
agencies during periods of absence from post
ol duty; and for other purposes;

H.R. 6550. An act to extend and amend
subtitle “Insurance” of title II of the Mer-
chant Marine Act, 1936, as amended (Public,
No. 677, 76th Cong.), approved June 29, 1940,
and for other purposes;

H.R.6611. An act making additional ap-
propriations for the national defense for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1942, and for
other purposes; and

H. J. Res. 248. Joint resolution to direct the
Commissioners of the Distriet of Columbia to
make an investigation and survey to deter-
mine the feasibility of the construction of
subways in the District of Columbia for both
streetcars and vehicular traffic.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

A message from the House of Repre-
sentatives, by Mr. Swanson, one of its
clerks, announced that the House had
insisted upon its amendments to the bill
(S. 2208) to further expedite the prose-
cution of the war, disagreed to by the
Senate; agreed to the conference asked
by the Senate on the disagreeing votes
of the two Houses thereon, and that Mr.
SumneRs of Texas, Mr. McLaucHLIN, and
Mr. Hancock were appointed managers
on the part of the House at the con-
ference.

CALL OF THE ROLL
Mr. HILL. I suggest the absence of a
quorum.
The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk
will call the roll.
The Chief Clerk called the roll, and

the following Senators answered to their
names:

Austin Capper Green
Bailey Caraway Guffey
Ball Chavez Gurney
Bankhead Clark, Idaho Hayden
Barbour Clark, Mo. Hill
Barkley Connally Holman
Bilbo Danaher Hughes
Bone Doxey Johnson, Callf,
Brewster Ellender Johnson, Colo.
Brown George La Follette
Bulow Gerry Langer
Burton Gillette Lee

yrd Glass Lucas
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MeCarran Overton Thomas, Okla.
MeFarland Pepper Thomas, Utah
McKellar Radcliffe Truman
McNary Reed Tunnell
Maloney Reynolds Vandenberg
Maybank Rosler Van Nuys
Mead Russell Walsh
Millikin Schwartz ‘Wheeler
Murdock Shipstead ‘White
Murray Smathers Wiley
Nye Stewart Willis
O’Daniel Taft
O'Mahoney Thomas, Idaho

Mr. McNARY. I announce that the

Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Norris] is
absent because of illness.

Mr. AUSTIN. My colleague the Sena-
tor from Vermont [Mr, A1keN] is absent
on public business.

The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr.
Bringes] is absent as a result of an injury
and illness.

The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Bur-
1ER], the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr,
Davis], the Senator from Massachusetts
[Mr, Zopogel, the Senator from New
Hampshire [Mr. Tosey], the Senator
from Illinois [Mr. BROOKS] are neces-
sarily absent.

Mr. HILL. I announce that the Sena-
tor from New Mexico [Mr. HarcH], and
the Senator from South Carolina [Mr.
Smte] are absent from the Senate be-
cause of illness.

The Senator from California [Mr.
Downeyl, the Senator from West Vir-
ginia [Mr. KiLcorel, and the Senator
from Washington [Mr. WALLGREN] are
holding hearings in Western States on
matters pertaining to national defense,
and are, therefore, unable to be present.

The Senator from Florida [Mr. AN-
prREws], the Senator from Nevada [Mr.
Bunker], the Senator from Kentucky
[Mr. CuanpLER], the Senator from Iowa
[Mr. Herring], the Senator from Arkan-
sas [Mr. Spencer], the Senator from
Maryland [Mr. Typines], and the Sena-
tor from New York [Mr. WaGNER] are
necessarily absent.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Seventy-six
Senators have answered to their names.
A quorum is present.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the
Senate the following letters, which were
referred as indicated:

EASEMENTS IN LANDS OoF VETERANS' ADMINIS-

TRATION FACILITY, MURFREESBORO, TENN.

A letter from the Administrator of Veter-
ans’ Affairs, transmitting a draft of proposed
legislation authorizing the Administrator of
Veterans' Affairs to grant easements in cer-
tain lands of the Veterans' Administration
facility, Murfreesboro, Tenn., to the city of
Murfreesboro, State of Tennessee, to enable

the city to construct and maintain a water:

pumping station and pipe line (with accom-
panying papers); to the Committee on
Finance.

DisposSITION OF EXECUTIVE PAPERS

A letter from the Archivist of the United
Btates, transmitting, pursuant to law, a list
of papers and decuments on the flles of the
War Department, which are not needed in
the conduct of business and have no perma-
nent value or historical interest, and request-
ing action looking to their disposition (with
accompanying papers); to a Joint Select
Committee on the Disposition of Papers in
the Executive Departments.

The VICE PRESIDENT appointed Mr.
BARKLEY and Mr. BREWSTER members of
the committee on the part of the Senate.
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PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS

Petitions, etc., were laid before the
Senate or presented and referred as in-
dicated:

By the VICE PRESIDENT:

A paper in the nature of a memorial from
D. W. S8hesgreen, of Hollywood, Calif., remon-
strating against the enactment of legislation
to repeal the 40-hour workweek law; to the
Committee on Education and Labor.

A letter in the nature of a memorial from
Mrs. Lula Moodie, of Northridge, Calif., re-
monstrating against the placing of General
Short and Admiral Kimmel on the retired
list of the Army and Navy, respectively; to
the Committee on Military Affairs.

A letter in the nature of a petition from
Gilman A. Gist, of S8an Diego, Calif., praying
for the enactment of legislation to cancel
the proposed deferment under the selective-
service law of certaln labor leaders and em-
ployees of the press, radio, and motion-pic-
ture Industries; to the Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs,

A concurrent resolution of the Legislature
of Kentucky; to the Committee on Agricul-
ture and Forestry:

“Senate Resolution 56

“Concurrent resolution urging the Agricul-
tural Adjustment Administration of the
United States, under the Secretary of
Agriculture of the United States, to in-
crease by not less than 10 percent the na-
tional marketing quota of burley and dark-
fired tobacco, under authority of the Chap-
man bill recently enacted by the Congress
of the United States
“Whereas the bill introduced by Congress-

man VireiL M. CHAPMAN In the United States

Congress to change the closing date for and

which the Secretary of Agriculture may in-

crease the national marketing quota of bur-
ley and dark-fired tobacco has passed both

Houses of Congress and is now In the hands

of the President of the United States for

approval; and

“Whereas the Secretary of Agriculture re=-
cently increased by 10 percent the allotment
of flue-cured tobacco to be grown in 1942,
and under the Chapman bill the Secretary ot
Agriculture may increase the quota on bur-
ley and dark-fired tobacco up until March
31; and

“Whereas, unless the marketing quota of
burley and dark-fired tobacco is Immediately
increased, there will be a real danger to grow-"
ers of burley and dark-fired tobacco through
discrimination, because increase In quotas
have been permitted to other types of to-
bacco, with the result that production for
other types will be extended with a serious
impairment of the market for burley and
dark-fired tobacco: Now, therefore, be it

“Resolved by the Senate of the Common-
wealth of Kentucky (the House of Repre-
sentatives concuiring therein) :

“That it is the sense of the Geéneral As-
sembly of the Commonwealth of Kentucky
that the Agricultural Adjustment Adminis-
tration, under the Secretary of Agriculture
of the United States, should increase the
national marketing quota of burley and
dark-fired tobacco by not less than 10 per-
cent, before March 31 of the present year,
and that failure so to do would serlously im-
pair the market for Kentucky burley and
dark-fired tobacco.

“That each United States Benator and
Representative in the Eentucky delegation is
urged to use his personal efforts to secure
the action therein contemplated.

“That the clerk of the Senate is directed to
send a certified copy of this resclution forth-
with to the Secretary of Agriculture of the
United States and to each Member of Con-
gress from EKentucky."

By Mr. CAFPER:

A resolution adopted by Topeka Lodge No.

38, Knights of Pythias, of Topeka, Kans,
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favoring the prompt enactment of legisla-

tion to provide a pension of 30 per month

to persons 60 years of age or over and also

to provide for the funeral expenses of such

persons in an amount equal to 4 months'

annuities; to the Committee on Finance.
By Mr. GREEN:

A resolution unanimously adopted by a
meeting of residents and citizen: of Portu-
guese descent in the city of Providence, R. I,
endorsing all war measures of the Govern-
ment and pledging allegiance to the United
States; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

A joint resolution of the General Assembly
of the State of Rhode Island; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce:

“H-T744
“Joint resolution requesting the Senators
and Representatives from Rhode Island in
the Congress of the United States to take
all necessary steps to obtain for the State
of Rhode Island all riparian rights to the
outlet from Stafford Pond in the town of

Tiverton, county of Newport

“Whereas the water supply from Stafford
Pond in the town of Tiverton is useful for
domestic purposes; and

“Whereas the city of Fall River now owns
all the riparian rights to the outlet from said
pond; and

“Whereas the Federal Government has now
agreed to pay 60 percent of the costs of
pumping water from distant ponds into
Fall River Reservoir and the amount of water
so delivered would be greatly in excess of the
amount now received by said city from said
Stafford Pond; and

“Whereas the residents of Rhode Island
are required to pay into the Federal Treasury
their proportionate share of $246,000 for ihe
domestic use of Stafford Pond water supply:
Now, therefore, be it

“Resolved, That the Senators and Repre-
sentatives from Rhode Island in the Con-
gress of the United States be, and they are
hereby, respectfully requested to make every
effort and to take all necessary steps to ob-
tain all riparian rights to the outlet from
sald Stafford Pond, declaring said pond to be
entirely available as a source of domestic
water supply for the county of Newport, and
obtalning from the city of Fall River an
abrogation of all riparian rights to the out-
let from sald pond; and be it further

“Resolved, That copies of this resclution be
forwarded by the secretary of state to the
Senators and Representatives from Rhode
Island in the Congress of the United States.”

CONDUCT OF GOVERNMENT AFFAIRS—
VIEWS OF NEW JERSEY TAXPAYERS'
ASSOCIATION

Mr. BARBOUR, Mr. President, I pre-
sent and ask to have appropriately re-
ferred and inserted in the CONGRESSIONAL
Recorp at this point a short but com-
pelling patriotic message to the Members
of Congress from the New Jersey Tax-
payers’ Association, dated yesterday,
March 4. The New Jersey Taxpayers’
Association is made up of patriotic and
representative citizens of my State who
have made a very favorable and strong
impression on New Jersey, and whose in-
fluence has always been nonpartisan and
constructive.

I hold this association in very high re-
gard myself, and I am sure that their
patriotic message will be of interest to all
Senators.

There being no objection, the communi-
cation was referred to the Committee on
Military Affairs and ordered to be printed
in the RECORD, as follows:
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To the Members of Congress:

In the newspapers of the land, in the
thousands of telegrams, letters, and post-
cards that dally fill congressional mail bags,
you see the convening of citizens in the court
of public opinion In every American city,
town, and village.

As friend of this huge and vocal court of
public opinion, the New Jersey Taxpayers' As-
sociation addresses this patriotic message to
you—the Members of Congress, This message
is not intended as a personal criticism. Its
purpose is to direct your attention to the dis-
turbing evidences before the court of public
opinion of spendthrift, careless, inefficlent,
and bureaucratic government at this most
crucial period of our country’s history. We
urge that you act promptly to remove these
causes of dissatisfaction and suspieion.

The folks back home want to know what
every Member of Congress—and through him
each administrator of the Federal Govern-
ment—has sighted the objective of ultimate
victory and is steering a stralt and true course
toward that objective. This course must
avoid the shoals of waste and extravagance
in governmental operation which bar the way
toward victory. Every Member of Congress,
every governmental officlal has a clearly de-
fined job—the job of guarding every dollar in
taxes, bonds, and other contributions of citi-
zens, so that not a single penny is lost from
the single-purposed, all-important objective—
winning the war.

The American people are not only willing,
they are anxious and insistent that they be
permitted to make extreme personal sacri-
fice to protect their Nation. They ask only
that these sacrifices be utilized in full meas-
ure by their Government.

American citizens are out to win this war
by throwing into it everything they have.
America’s leadership—the membership of
Congress—can lose the war by failing to
grasp the whole of these resources and turn
them against our common enemies.

Our national leadership was on the right
track when—

(1) the court of public opinion ruled
against one example of extravagance in public
spending and Congress repealed the law giv-
ing pensions to elected Federal officials;

(2) the court of public opinion handed
down a verdict against the lagging war pro-
duction, and an all-powerful chief of war
production was named to revamp and speed
production of vitally needed equipment;

(3) the court of public opinion disfavored
inclusion of “frills” in the program of civilian
defense and a shake-up of the civilian defense
administration followed, with more to come.

Now the court of public opinion calls for
completion of the job of eliminating all use-
less nondefense expenditures in government
and strictly conserving the Nation’s tax-
paying resources so that every dollar in gov-
ernment will be applied to the task of helping
America lash back at the Axis with more and
more planes, tanks, guns, and manpower,

A primary and all-important step in the
direction of eliminating waste in government
would be establishment of a supreme author-
ity—a director of priorities—over govern-
mental spending which will search out and
abolish spending of every kind that has no
place in this time of emergency. Such a
public spending priorities program could be
accomplished through a congressional com-
mittee or through appointment of an indi-
vidual of outstanding ability in the publie-
economy field. The Nation must have th's
watchdog over public expenditures so that
waste and extravagance for nonessentials will
not sabotage the war program.

Failure to meet the people’s demand for
such conservation would amplify the present
rumblings of discontent into a thunderous

1953

roar of demand. It would bring an adverse
decision from the court of public opinion
which would hurt, and could be expected to
hit Congress with impelling force.

In this time of bloodshed, suffering, and
sacrifice Members of Congress must act
quickly to lead and conduct the affairs of
government so capably that the court of
public opinion will hand down a verdict—
not of criticism and suspicion, but of *“well
done.”

Respectfully,
‘WALTER T. MARGETTS, JT.,
President, New Jersey
Tazpayers' Association.

REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE ON APPRO-
PRIATIONS DURING ADJOURNMENT

Under authority of the order of the
2d instant,

Mr. GLASS, on March 4, 1942, from
the Committee on Appropriations, to
which was referred the bill (H. R. 6511)
making appropriations for the Treasury
and Post Office Departments for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1943, and for
other purposes, reported it with amend-
ments and submitted a report (No. 1152)
thereon.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES

The following reports of committees
were submitted: ,

By Mr. BULOW, from the Committee on
Civil Bervice:

H.R.6023. A bill to provide for the pay-
ment for accumulative or accrued annual
leave to certain employees of the United
States, its Territories or possessions, or the
District of Columbia who voluntarily enlist
or otherwise enter the military or naval
forces of the United States; without amend-
ment (Rept. No. 1153).

By Mr. GEORGE, from the Committee on
Finance:

H.R.6273. A bill fo amend the provisions
of the Interna! Revenue Code by setting new
maximum limits on allowances for losses of
distilled spirits by leakage or evaporation
while in internal-revenue bonded warehouses,
and for other purposes; without amendment
(Rept. No. 11°6); and

H.R 6543. A bill to amend certain pro-
visions of the Internal Revenue Code relat-
ing to the production of alcchol; without
amendment (Rept. No. 1155).

SENATOR FROM NORTH DAKOTA—MI-
NORITY VIEWS (PT. 2 OF REPT. NO.
1010)

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. President, in be-
half of the Senator from Texas [Mr.
Connarry], the Senator from South
Carolina, [Mr. Smit] and myself, I sub-
mit to the Senate the minority views of
the three Senators mentioned, members
of the Committee on Privileges and Elec-
tions, in the matter of the proceeding
involving certain charges relative to the
qualification and fitness of the Senator
from North Dakota [(Mr. Lancer] for a
seat in the Senate. I ask that the mi-
nority views be printed.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob-

jection, the minority views will be
printed.
REPORTS OF DISPOSITION OF EXECUTIVE

PAPERS

Mr. BARKLEY, from the Joint Select
Committee on the Disposition of Execu-
tive Papers, to which were referred, for
examination and recommendation, four
lists of records transmitted to the Senate
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by the Archivist of the United States,
which appeared to have no permanent
value or historical interest, submitted
reports thereon pursuant to law.

SUSPENSION OF TARIFF DUTIES ON SCRAP

Mr. GEORGE. From the Committee
on Finance I report back favorably with-
out amendment the bill (H. R. 65631) to
suspend the effectiveness during the
existing national emergency of tariff
duties on scrap iron, scrap steel, and
nonferrous-metal scrap, and I submit a
report (No. 1154) thereon. I ask unani-
mous consent for the immediate consid-
eration of the bill. As its title indicates,
the bill would suspend during the emer-
gency the existing tariff duties on serap
iron, scrap steel, and certain nonferrous-
metal scrap. It is urgently recommended
by the Army, by the Navy, and, in fact,
by all the agencies of Government having
to do with the war effort. It is stated
that we have a shortage in this country
this year of 6,000,000 tons of scrap. Steel
cannot, of course, be made without scrap,
There is at certain western ports now
considerable tonnage of scrap which can-
not be brought in unless the duties are
lifted. The duty on certa:n nonferrous
scrap is sufficiently high to be prohibi-
.tive. This bill merely suspends the duties
during the continuance of war. I ask
unanimous consent for the immediate
consideration of the bill.

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, with-
holding any objection at the present
time, let me say that the consideration of
the bill now would be a departure from
the usual procedure of not considering
bills which are not on the calendar unless
there is almest a compelling emergency
requiring consideration. It is well known
to the able Senator from Georgia that,
under ordinary circumstances, we do not
depart from that rule.

Mr. GEORGE. I agree with the Sena-
tor, and it is a very sound rule.

Mr. McNARY. I understood the Sena-
tor to say that the bill has the recom-
mendation of the War and Navy Depart-
ments?

Mr. GEORGE. It has.

Mr. McNARY. Has it been referred
to the Treasury Department or the Tariff
Commission?

Mr. GEORGE. I am advised that it
is not opposed by any branch or depart-
ment of the Government. It has passed
the House already.

Mr. McNARY.
existing?

Mr. GEORGE. It lifts the duty on
scrap during the war.

Mr. McNARY. It is merely for the
duration of the war?

Mr. GEORGE. Yes; merely for the
duration of the war.

Mr. McNARY. And is not permanent
legislation?

Mr. GEORGE.
legislation.

Mr. McNARY. From what places is
the scrap being imported?

Mr. GEORGE. Mainly from South
American countries that do not have a
steel industry, and, therefore, there is
an accumulation of scrap there that can
be made available in this country.

The immediate urgency presented this
morning by gentlemen representing the

It lifts the duties now

It is not permanent
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War Production Board, as I recall, was
the presence in harbors on the west coast
of a considerable tonnage of scrap,
which cannot come in until this pro-
posed legislation shall be enacted.

Mr. McNARY. That explanation is
very satisfying, Mr. President, and I have
no objection.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob-
jection to the present consideration of
the bill?

There being no objection, the bill
(H. R. 6531) to suspend the effective-
ness during the existing national emer-
gency of tariff duties on scrap iron, scrap
steel, and nonferrous metal scrap was
considered, ordered to a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION
INTRODUCED

Bills and a joint resolution were in-
troduced, read the first time, and, by
unanimous consent, the second time, and
referred as follows:

By Mr. THOMAS of Utah:

$.2333. A bill to regulate private employ-
ment agencies engaged in interstate com-
merce; to the Committee on Education and
Labor

By Mr. McNARY:

8.2334. A bill for the relief of Marguerite

Polanski; to the Committee on Claims,
By Mr. STEWART:

5.2335. A bill to amend the Soclal Secu-
rity Act, as amended, to provide for aid to
permanently and totally disabled individuals;
to the Committee on Finance.

By Mr. SHIPSTEAD:

S.2336. A bill to amend subsection (c¢) of
section 1 of Public, No. 846, Seventy-fourth
Congress (S. 8055), an act to provide condi-
tions for the purchase of supplies and the
making of contracts by the United States, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on Edu-
cation and Lahbor.

By Mr McCARRAN:

S.2337. A bill to amend an act entitled “An
act to regulate the hours of employment and
safeguard the health of females employed in
the Distriet of Columbia,” approved February
24, 1914; to the Committee on the District of
Columbia,

S.2338. A bill to provide for the establish-
ment and operation of sampling plants, and
custom mills, as an aid in the development
and acquisition of strategle and critical mate-
rials which are essential to the national de-
fense; to the Committee on Public Lands and
Burveys.

By Mr. RUSSELL:

S.2339. A bill to provide for the expeditious
naturalization of former citizens of the
United States who have lost United States
citizenship through service with the allied
forces of the United States during the first
or second World War; and

8. 2340 (by request). A bill to expedite the
naturalization of persons who are not citi-
zens, who have served or who hereafter serve
honorably in the military or naval forces of
the United States during the present war; to
the Committee on Immigration.

By Mr. BULOW:

8.2341 (by request). A bill to amend the
act approved March 14, 1936, entitled “An act
to provide for vacations for Government em-
ployees, and for other purposes”; and

85.2342 (by request). A bill to provide for
lump-sum payments for annual leave due to
Government employees in certain cases, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on Civil
Bervice.

(Mr. TAFT introduced Senate bill 2343,
which was referred to the Committee on Mil-
itary Affairs and appears under a separate
heading.)
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By Mr. REYNOLDS:

§.2344. A bill to limit the Initial base pay
of 821 a month for enlisted men in the Army
and Marine Corps to those of the seventh
grade; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. WILEY:

S.2345. A bill granting a pension to Emma
Burgess Wing; to the Committee on Pen-
slons,

By Mr. McNARY:

8.J.Res. 137. Joint resclution authorizing
the erection of a gate and monument to com-
memorate the winning of the Oregon coun=
try for the United States; to the Committee
on the Library.

COMPULSORY ALLOTMENTS AND ALLOW-
ANCES FOR ENLISTED MEN

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, an increas-
ing number of men who are now being
conscripted have dependents. In some
sections of the country practically every
man being selected by certain draft
boards has dependents. I now intro-
duce a bill providing for compulsory al-
lotments and allowances for enlisted men
in the active military and naval forces
of the United States, and for other pur-
poses. The hill provides for compulsory
allocation of pay and for an additional
allowance by the Government for de-
pendents.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will
be received and appropriately referred.

The bill (8. 2343) to provide compul-
sory allotments and allowances for en-
listed men in the active military and
naval forces of the United States, and for
other purposes, was read twice by its title
and referred to the Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs.

HOUSE BILL REFERRED

The bill (H. R. 6543) to amend certain
provisions of the Internal Revenue Code
relating to the production of alcohol was
read twice by its title and referred to the
Committee on Finance.

FINANCING OF THE WAR DAMAGE COR-
PORATION

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the
Senate the amendment of the House of
Representatives to the bill (S. 2198) to
provide for the financing of the War
Damage Corporation, to amend the Re-
construction Finance Corporation Act, as
amended, and for other purposes.

Mr. MALONEY. Mr. President, I move
that the Senate disagree to the amend-
ment of the House of Representatives,
ask for a conference with the House on
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses
thereon, and that the Chair appoint the
conferees on the part of the Senate.

The motion was agreed to; and the
Vice President appointed Mr. MALONEY,
Mr. BANKHEAD, Mr. RADCLIFFE, Mr. DANA-
HER, and Mr. Tarrt conferees on the part
of the Senate.

ESTATE OF MRS, EDNA B. CROOK

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the
Senate a message of the House of Repre-
sentatives announcing its disagreement
to the amendment of the Senate to the
bill (H. R. 4557) for the relief of the
estate of Mrs. Edna B. Crook, and re-
questing a conference with the Senate on
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses
thereon.

Mr. TUNNELL. I move that the Sen-
ate insist upon its amendment, agree to
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the request of the House for a conference,
and that the Chair appoint the con-
ferees on the part of the Senate.

The motion was agreed to; and the
Vice President appointed Mr. Brown,
Mr. Spencer, and Mr. CApPER conferees
on the part of the Senate,

HARRY EAHN

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the
Senate a message from the House of
Representatives announcing its dis-
agreement to the amendment of the Sen-
ate to the bill (H. R. 4665) for the relief
of Harry Kahn, and requesting a confer-
ence with the Senate on the disagreeing
votes of the two Houses thereon.

Mr. TUNNELL. I move that the Sen-
ate insist upon its amendment, agree to
the request of the House for a confer-
ence, and that the Chair appoint the con-
ferees on the part of the Senate.

The motion was agreed to; and the
Vice President appointed Mr. BRown, Mr.
ErLENDER, and Mr, CarPEr conferees on
the part of the Senate.

MRS. EDDIE A. SCHNEIDER

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the
Senate a message from the House of Rep-
resentatives announcing its disagreement
to the amendment of the Senate to the bill
(H. I2. 5290) for the relief of Mrs. Eddie
A. Schneider, and requesting a confer-
ence with the Senate on the disagreeing
votes of the two Houses thereon.

Mr. TUNNELL. I move that the Sen-
ate insist upon its amendment, agree to
the request of the House for a confer-
ence, and that the Chair appoint the
conferees on the part of the Senate.

The motion was agreed to; and the
Vice President appointed Mr. BRown, Mr,
ELLENDER, and Mr. CAPPER conferees on
the part of the Senate.

ALLENE RUHLMAN AND JOHN RUHLMAN

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the
Senate a message from th2 House of
Representatives announcing its disagree-
ment to the amendment of the Senate to
the bill (H. R. 5473) for the relief of
Allene Ruhlman and John P. Ruhiman,
and requesting a conference with the
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses thereon.

Mr. TUNNELL. I move that the Sen-
ate insist upon its amendment, agree to
the request of the House for a conference,
and that the Chair appoint the conferees
on the part of the Senate.

The motion was agreed to; and the
Vice President appointed Mr. Brown, Mr,
TUNNELL, end Mr. CaPPER conferees on
the part of the Senate.

A LITTLE PEOPLE'S WAR AND A LITTLE
PEOPLE'S PEACE—ADDRESS BY SENA-
TOR JOHNSON OF COLORADO

[Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado asked and ob-
tained leave to have printed in the Recomrp
& radio address delivered by him on March
8, 1042, entitled “A Little People’s War and a
Little People's Peace,” which appears in the
Appendix.]

ADDRESS BY SENATOR WILEY BEFORE
ST. DAVID SOCIETY

[Mr. WILEY asked and obtained leave to
have printed in the Recorp an address deliv-
ered by him before the St. David Society in
Washington, D. C., on March 4, 1942, which
eppears in the Appendix.]
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ADDRESS BY SENATOR ROSIER ON PUB-
LIC SERVICES OF GEORGE WASHINGTON

[Mr. ROSIER asked and obtained leave to
have printed in the REcorp an address on the
public services of George Washington deliv-
ered by him on the occasion of the banquet
of the Sons of the Revolution at Fairmont,
W. Va,, on February 23, 1942, which appears
in the Appendix.]

FPRODUCTION FOR WAR—ADDRESS BY
DONALD M. NELSON
[Mr. LUCAS asked and obtained leave to
have printed in the Recorp a radio address
by Donald M. Nelson, Chairman of the War
Production Board, on March 2, 1942, which
appears in the Appendix.]

RACE RELATIONS—ADDRESS BY REV.
DEWITT TALMADGE ALCORN

[Mr. CAPPER asked and obtained leave to
have printed in the Recorp a radio address
on race relations by Rev. DeWitt Talmadge
Alcorn, of Coffeyville, Kans., which appears
in the Appendix.]

EDITORIAL FROM THE POCAHONTAS

TIMES OF MARLINTON, W. VA.

[Mr. ROSIER asked and obtained leave to
have printed in the Recorp an editorial from
the Pocahontas Times, published at Marlin~
ton, W. Va., in the issue of February 26, 1942,
which appears in the Appendix.]

COAST MAN FOR WAR COUNCIL—EDITO-
RIAL FROM PORTLAND OREGONIAN

[Mr. McNARY asked and obtained leave to

‘have printed in the Recorp an editorial from

the Oregonian, of Portland, Oreg., of Febru«
ary 24, 1942, entitled "Coast Man for War
Council,” which appears in the Appendix.]

TREASURY AND POST OFFICE DEPART-
MENTS APPROPRIATIONS

Mr. GLASS. Mr. President, I move
that the Senate proceed to the consider-
ation of House bill 6511, the Treasury and
Post Office appropriation bill.

The motion was agreed to; and the
Senate proceeded to consider the bill (H.
R. 6511) making appropriations for the
Treasury and Post Office Departments
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1943,
and for other purposes, which had been
reported from the Commiitee on Ap-
propriations with amendments.

Mr. GLASS. I ask unanimous consent
that the formal reading of the bill be dis-
pensed with, that it be read for amend-
ment, and that committee amendments
be first considered.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob-
jection? The Chair hears none, and it is
s0 ordered.

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I make
the usual and simple request, that the
able Senator from Virginia explain the
bill briefly, particularly with reference to
the amount recommended for appropria-
tion in excess of that appropriated last
year, and the amount added by the Sen-
ate Committee on Appropriations.

Mr. GLASS. Mr, President, the report
of the committee is on the desk of each
Senator, and it will be observed that the
Senate committee increased the appro-
priation as it came from the House by
only $394,540. Of that amount, $150,000
relates to the Accounting Office. The
Treasury proposed an appropriation of
$250,000 for the Accounting Office, which
was cut to $150,000.

At first it was supposed that the bill as
considered by the Senate Committee on

ppropriations would interfere with the
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activities of the Comptroller General, but
the President subsequently issued an Ex-
ecutive order which covered that matter
completely, and the Comptroller General
appeared before the committee and
stated that, with the new Executive order
in force, the Comptroller General's office
was entirely satisfied with the bill.

As I have stated, it will be noted that
the Senate committee increased the total
appropriation by only $394,540, so that
the amount of the bill as reported to the
Senate is $1,113,321,439. This amount
exceeds the appropriation for 1942 by
$25,999,173, but is under the estimates for
1943 by $6,218,536.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will
state the first amendment of the Com-
mittee on Appropriations.

The first amendment of the Com-=-
mittee on Appropriations was, under
the heading “Title I—Treasury Depart=-
ment—~Custody of Treasury Building”, on
page 6, line 9, after the word “equ’p-
ment”, to strike out “$402,860"” and insert
“$489,640.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the
subhead “Bureau of Accounts”, on page
7, line 2, after the word “Accounts”, to
strike out “$479,603” and insert “$629,-
603.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the
subheading “Secret Service Division”, on
page 25, after line 2, to strike out:

White House Pclice For 1 captain, 2 lieu-
tenants, 4 sergeants, and 73 privates, at rates
of pay provided by law; in all, $195,900.

And in lieu thereof to insert the fol-
lowing:

White House Police: For 1 captain, 1 in-
spector, 4 lieutenants, 6 sergeants, and 128

privates, at rates of pay provided by law; in
all, $344,000.

Mr. GLASS. Mr. President, on behalf
of the Committee on Appropriations, I
submit an amendment to this amend-
ment, on page 25, in line 9, before the
period, to insert “notwithstanding the
provisions of the act of April 22, 1940 (3
U.8.C.62)"

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amend-
ment to the amendment will be stated.

The CuieF CLERK. In the committee
amendment on page 25, line 9, before the
period, it is proposed to insert “notwith-
standing the provisions of the act of
April 22, 1940 (3 U. 8. C. 62).”

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question
is on agreeing to the amendment to the
amendment,

The amendment to the amendment
was agreed to.

The amendment as amended was
agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 25,
line 14, after the word “determine”, to
strike out “$6,500” and insert “$10,400.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the
subhead “Bureau of the Mint”, on page
25, line 24, after the name “United
States”, to strike out “$137,710” and in-
sert “$143,470.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the
heading “Title III—General Provisions”,
on page 53, line 9, after the name “United
States”, to insert “This section shall not
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apply to citizens of the Commonwealth
of the Philippines.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The VICE PRESIDENT. That con-
cludes the committee amendments. The
bill is open to further amendment.

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, I
wish to ask one general question about
the bill. This is the first of the regular
supply bills, and if there are any mem-
bers of the so-called Byrd committee on
the floor who could answer the guestion,
I should like to inquire whether there are
any items in the bill to which the Byrd
committee is giving its attention by way
of reductions.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I
happen to be on the Byrd committee as
well as on the Appropriations Commitiee,
and I will say that no items whick have
been referred to the Byrd committee, and
concerning which a report has been
made, are included in the pending hill
covering the Treasury and Post Oftice
Departments. As the Senator knows, the
portion of the bill dealing with the Post
Office Department carries a slight in-
crease every year, but that is paid for out
of income of the Post Office Department,
So far as the portion of the bill covering
the Treasury Department is concerned,
it contains no such items as the Senalor
has in mind. The Secretary of the
Treasury, as the Senator knows, is a
member of the Byrd committee, and the
portion of the bill covering the Treasury
Department contains none of the items
which we intend to make a very genuine
effort to reduce.

Mr. VANDENBERG. And the final
genuine effort is going to amount to
about how much?

Mr. McKELLAR, There are different
estimates about it. The Senator from
Virginia [Mr. Byrn] thinks expenditures
can be reduced by $2,000,000.000.
Frankly I do not think we can reduce
them by that much, but we hope to re-
duce them somewhere between one bil-
lion and one billion and a half dollars,
and I know we will have the cordial sup-
port of the Ssnator from Michigun.

Mr. VANDENBERG. The Senator
from Tennessee is entirely correct. I
should rather like to start today. That
is what I had in mind.

Mr. McKELLAR. I also should like to
do that, but the pending bill does not
contain such items.

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be
no further amendment proposed, the
question is on the engrossment of the
amendments, and the third reading of
the bill.

The amendments were ordered to be
engrossed, and the bill to be read a third
time.

The bill (H. R. 6511) was read the third
time, and passed.

Mr. GLASS. I move that the Senate
insist upon its amendments, request a
conference with the House thereon, and
that the Chair appoint the conferees on
the part of the Senate,

The motion was agreed to; and the
Vice President appointed Mr, Guass, Mr.
MCcEELLAR, Mr. Typives, Mr. McCARRAN,
Mr. BamLey, Mr. Looce, and Mr., WHITE
conferees on the part of the Senate,
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BEGINNING OF THE TENTH YEAR OF THE
PRESIDENT'S SERVICE

Mr. BARKLEY, Mr. President, yes-
terday the President of the United States
entered upon the tenth year of service
in that great office. It was the ninth
anniversary of his inauguration, on the
4th of March 1933, as President of the
United States. During the whole of
these 9 years since that date the Presi-
dent has been engaging in warfare of
one sort or another., He came into office
in the midst of a severe depression, of
widespread unemployment, and of great
chaos in our economic, financial, agricul-
tural, and industrial situation. The first
task which he undertook was to make
war against that situation, and, insofar
as it might be possible through the agen-
cies of government, to defeat the defeat-
ist idea which at that time took posses-
sion of millions of our people.

We have had our differences in Con-
gress and there have been differences
between Congress and the President, but
I think it can be stated conservatively,
and without serious contradiction, that,
on the whole, the warfare against de-
pression, and want, and unemployment,
and chaos, economic, social, and indus-
trial, has made great progress, and had
made great progress even prior to the
approach of a different form of warfare
in which the President and the Congress
and the whole people were compelled
and are now compelled to engage.

So while the President came into office
in the midst of one form of warfare and
while during 8 years or 9 years he cer-
tainly gained ground in his fight against
the defeatist, depressed, chaotic situa-
tion which prevailed, he finds himself
and we find ourselves on this ninth anni-
versary of his first inauguration in the
midst of the world’s greatest war, a war
not only to preserve the gains we have
made in 9 years, indeed, in 150 years, in
the enjoyment of political, economic, and
religious liberty and freedom, the right
of individual men and women to work
out their own destiny and their own sal-
vation under a government of laws, and
of justice, and of equity, but a war to
preserve our very national integrity, our
national existence, and to expand the
liberties which we have enjoyed to other
portions of the world, under such condi-
tions as will make it utterly impossible
ever again for diabolical influences to
seek to override, overrun, and destroy the
kind of government and the kind of
civilization in which we believe.

In the midst of this new form of war-
fare we fint ourselves as a nation in
association with all the free nations, and
all the nations that desire to be free,
compelled to exert our total energies,
physical, intellectual, moral, financial,
industrial, agricultural, the energies of
all the people in combination, in order
that we may sustain and preserve the
things for which our Nation has stood
for 150 years.

We bave not found it easy to trans-
form our country from a peace-loving,
constructive, civilized, and Christian na-
tion, in which our energies have been
combined to develop a form of economic
and political civilization, under a great
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constitution, into a war-making nation.
It has not been easy, and it has not been
possible for our people overnight to make
this transformation so that we might at
the moment bring to bear all our indus-
trial, financial, and physical power, to
say nothing of our moral power, in de-
feating aggression and restoring the
world to some form of order and civ-
ilization.

In the process of making the trans-
formation, in the inevitable slowness re-
quired for a giant to change his char-
acter for the time being, there have been
mistakes, there have been inefficiencies,
there have been heartaches, there have
been defeats, and there will be more be-
fore our full power is brought to bear in
this great enterprise. In the very nature
of things we are prone to become im-
patient because we cannot mobilize our
complete force as soon as we would like
to mobilize it, for we were not ready to
strike a single blow at the very moment
when war was thrust upon us, in order
that we might drive back the enemy. As
a result of that difficulty we have been
compelled to witness reverses, defeats,
and some humiliations on the part of our
people,

These things have, of course, in the
very nature of things, produced impa-
tience here and there. We all feel it in
a sense, and yet in considering our pres-
ent situation I often think of the position
in which Abraham Lincoln was placed as
President of the United States beginning
with April 1861. From April 1861 to
April 1863, a period of 2 years, the Union
Army in the War between the States was
compelled to experience defeat after de-
feat. It became a matter of trial and
error. During that 2-year period very in-
frequent were the successes of the armies
that fought under Lincoln compared to
the defeats of those armies. Lincoln first
tried out McClellan, then he tried out
McDowell, then he tried out Burnside,
then he tried out Hooker, and one after
another he tried out men who probably
had had more experience in warfare
than that of our generals at the begin-
ning of this war. Finally he located
Ulysses S. Grant, placed him in charge of
the armies of the United States, and vic-
tories began to perch upon the banners
of the Union Army. Previous to the time
Grant was made commander in chief he
had compelled the surrender of Vicks-
burg, and on the day preceding the sur-
render of Vicksburg the Battle of Gettys-
burg ended, which turned the tide. It
required 2 years of hard and bitter fight-
ing. It required 2 years of trial and
error, of experimentation, trying men out
as leaders in the crucible of"warfare.

Even in the spring of 1863, at the sec-
ond battle of Bull Run, the Union forces

‘were defeated; and Lincoln could look out

the south window of the White House
and see the smoke of Confederate bat-
teries on the other side of the Potomac.
History tells us that Lincoln walked the
floor all night wringing his hands over
defeat; and in his loneliness and agony
he cried out, “My God! My God! What
will the country think?”

Bitter speeches were made in Congress
and throughout the country. In the
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Hcouse of Representatives men enter-
taining views similar to those of Clement
L. Vallandingham bitterly attacked Lin-
coln. Vallandingham went out to his
State of Ohio and attacked him so bit-
terly, and his attack was so personal,
that General Burnside had him arrested
for treason. He escaped to Canada, and
while a fugitive in Canada ran for Gov-
ernor of Ohio and was overwhelmingly
defeated.

I mention these circumstances, Mr.
President, only to emphasize the fact
that a peace-loving nation, not devoted
to the arts of war and which cannot at
any time in its history be said to have
been an arsenal for warfare, must find
its stride sooner or later out of experi-
ence. It took Lincoln and Grant and
the army of the Union 2 years to find
their stride and get into it. We have
been at war now for not quite 3 months,
as compared with the 2 years of the Civil
War to which I have just referred.

So, I caution myself; I caution all of
us; and, if I had the voice to reach all
the people of the Nation, I would cau-
tion them that, while denouncing incom-
petence, condemning inefficiency, and
having no patience with any course
which may be pursued by our Govern-
ment which would keep incompetence
and inefficiency in power, or in office, or
in command of our Army or Navy, we
at least ought to have in mind the past
history of our country and remember
that we cannot in a week, or a month, or
perhaps in a year, bring to bear all the
forces of our country in order that we
may accomplish the purpose of our pres-
ent effort and our great sacrifices, which
must become greater and greater as this
war drags out over the world.

Mr. President, I felt that on this anni-
versary of the inauguration of the Pres-
ident of the United States, and at the
beginning of his tenth year in office, it
was not inappropriate to call attention,
by comparison, not only to the kind of
warfare upon which he entered when he
came into office but the kind of warfare
he is now waging—the kind of warfare
which has been waged from time im-
memorial. Since the beginning of our
history as a nation, victory has always
crowned our arms and our efforts with
success. For 8 years we have seen Hitler
and nazi-ism marching over the world
behind an overwhelming superiority of
men and materials. We shall soon com-
pel him and his associates in war, bru-
tality, and paganism to watch us march
back, but with this difference, Mr. Presi-
dent: By the side of our armies and those
of our associates shall march also the
spirit of liberty and human freedom.
Frequently. in the history of mankind
that spirit has marched on affer armies
have been killed. It has lived after men
who fought for it have died. That is
the spirit of America today. That will
be the spirit of America until this great
Armageddon has been won in behalf of
liberty, decency, and freedom; in behalf
of the higher development, higher emo-
tions, and higher, aspirations of men
everywhere—and they are overwhelm-
ingly in the majority—who believe in
such things and who are willing to fight
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that they may be preserved for them-
selves and handed down to their children
and their children’s children.

CHRISTIAN CITIZENSHIP

Mr. LEE. Mr. President, yesterday
the Honorable Franklin D. Roosevelt
entered the tenth year as President of
the United States. As has been his cus-
tom, with his {riends and leaders
gathered around him, he went to the
house of God and there asked Divine
guidance for the great tasks in front of
him. This, indeed, is fitting and proper
for the President of a Christian nation
such as ours. Not only is it commendable
that the President of a Christian nation
set the example of allegiance to God, but
it is also fitting and proper that the citi-
zens of this great Nation shall realize
that there are obligations as well as
privileges which go with Christian citi-
zenship. .

I conscientiously object to anyone tak-
ing advantage of our freedom of speech
to teach that it is un-Christian to de-
fend that freedom.

I conscientiously object to anyone tak-
ing advantage of our freedom of worship
to preach that it is unscriptural to fight
if necessary to preserve the Constitution
which guarantees that freedom.

I conscientiously object to anyone who
enjoys the liberty which was bought by
the blood of our fathers advocating that
it is contrary to God's will for Christians
to bear arms in defense of that liberty.

Liberty never exists except where men
are willing to defend it with their lives.
It is said that this is “the land of the
free and the home of the brave.” But
I say that it is the land of the free be-
cause it is the home of the brave, and
when it ceases to be the home of the
?rave it will no longer be the land of the

ree.

The men who fought at Concord, Lex-
ington, Valley Forge, and Yorktown
bought and paid for this liberty with their
blood. Was their deed un-Christian?

Let Thomas Buchanan Read tell us
in his story of Peter Muhlenberg, the
Virginia minister known as the Fighting
Parson:

The pastor rose; the prayer was strong;

The psalm was Warrior David's song;

The text, a few short words of might—

“The Lord of hosts shall arm the right!”

He spoke of wrongs too long endured,

Of sacred rights to be secured, }

Then from the patriot tongue of flame

The startling words for freedom came, 1

The stirring sentences he spake
Compelled the heart to glow or quake,
And, rising on his theme's broad wing,
And grasping in his nervous hand
The imaginary battle brand,

In face of death he dared to fling
Defiance to a tyrant king.

Even as he spoke, his frame, renewed,
In eloquence of attitude,

Rose, as it seemed a shoulder higher;
Then swept his kindling glance of fire
From startled pew to breathless choir;
When suddenly his mantle wide

His hands impatient fiung aside,

And, lo! he met their wondering eyes
Complete in all a warrlor's guise,
"Who dares"—this was the patriot’s cry,
As striding from the desk he came—
“Come out with me in freedom's name,
For her to live, for her to die?”

A hundred voices answered, “II
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Mr. President, there are obligations as
well as privileges which go with citizen-
ship. I do not believe that God intends
that his people should enjoy the privi-
leges of this great Government without
sharing in full measure its responsibili-
ties. Certainly when our national ex-
istence is threatened there is an obliga-
tion for military service which must be
borne by our citizens.

While most of the Scripture deals with
the spiritual kingdom, I believe it is made
amply clear that we are to carry out our
duty to the civil government, even to the
point of military service.

There was a commotion in the Garden
of Gethsemane. One lone man with his
hand on the hilt of his sword faced a mob.
The motley rabble was led by Judas.
They sought to lay hands upon Jesus.

It was the Apostle Peter who blocked
their path. Alone and single-handed he
challenged them. But they pressed on.
Without even counting the odds, his
sword flashed in the light of the torches
and he smote off the ear of one of the
men.

His valiant sword gleamed aloft again,
He would defend his Lord with his own
life. If the rabble laid their vile hands
upon Jesus, it would be over his dead
body.

Is there a more thrilling incident in all
history than this story of the heroic de-

_fense of Jesus by this one disciple?

It is true that His defense was not
necessary, but surely no one can doubt
that the courage and loyalty of Peter
warmed his Master’s heart.

For Jesus merely said to him:

Peter, put up again thy sword to its place.

1t is significant that Jesus neither dis-
armed Peter nor rebuked him for the use
of force in defense of a righteous cause.

It is .ven more significant that Jesus
Christ, the Son of God, with his own
hands used force to drive the money
changers from the temple (John 2:13).

And Jesus went up to Jerusalem,

And found in the temple those that sold
oxen and sheep and doves, and the changers
of money sitting:

And when he had made a scourge of small
cords, he drove them all out of the temple,
and the sheep, and the oxen; and poured out
t‘,h;1 changers’ money, and overthrew the
tables.

Here we see Jesus with His own divine
hands exercising physical force against
wrong and evil.

The church and the civil government
are two separate and distinet institu-
tions. Both are necessary, but in order
to understand the Scripture it is essen-
tial to keep in mind the fact that Jesus
came to establish a spiritual institution.

When asked the question before Pilate,
Jesus said:

My kingdom is not of this world.

The church and state occupy separate
and distinct fields. The church deals
with the spiritual life of the individual.

Many of the scriptural injunctions
which are often quoted as proof that a
Christian should not fight for his eoun-
try apply as between one Christian and
his brother but not between the individ-
ual and his government.
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The Scripture recognizes the existence
of and necessity for civil government.
In fact, Christians are admonished to
submit to the authority of public of-
ficials; in I Peter 2: 13, Peter says:

Submit yourselves to every ordinance of
man for the Lord's sake.

Then again, Paul, in Romans 13: 4,
speaking of the officer who executes the
law of the land, said:

For he is the minister of God to thee for
good. But if thou do that which is evil, be
afraid; for he beareth not the sword in
vain: for he is the minister of God, a re-

venger to execute wrath upon him that doeth
evil.

This is strong language, but it should
convince anyone that the execution of
t.he‘ civil law by temporal leaders is
scriptural.

Jesus went even further than that and
advocated that people support the civil
government by paying tribute to the
state.

The Pharisees asked Jesus the follow-
ing question (Matthew 22: 17);

Tell us therefore, What thinkest thou?

Is it lawful to give tribute unto Caesar, or
not?

Jesus replied:

Shew me the tribute money. And they
brought unto him a penny.

And he salth unto them, Whose is this
image and superscription?

They say unto him, Caesar’s. Then saith
he unto them, Render therefore unto Caesar
the things which are Caesar's; and unto God
the things that are God's.

This makes it clear that a Christian is
expected to pay his taxes and support his
civil government.

Not only is it scriptural for a Christian
to support his government and pay taxes
but it must have been contemplated that
the Christian shall himself take part in
the civil government by holding public
office; for in Proverbs 29: 2, it is said;

When the righteous are in authority, the

people rejoice: but when the wicked beareth
rule, the people mourn.

Now, therefore, let us suppose that a
Christian is elected to the office of sheriff
or holds the position of police officer or
United States marshal. Is it not his duty
to protect the people from viclence and
injury, even if he must use force te do so0?

What difference is there, then, in the
principle involved, if, instead of being a
policeman, he is a soldier and finds it
necessary to use force to protect the lives
of the citizens of his country?

While the church as an institution is
forbidden to use force, the use of force
by the civil government is authorized and
sanctioned.

No one can read the Scriptures without
realizing that man is a free moral agent
in the sight of ‘God. Therefore, in order
to be a free moral agent, he must have
liberty. Not license, but liberty—free-
dom to speak and worship as his
conscience dictates.

The paganistic outrages of the Nazi
regime are a challenge to every drop of
red Christian blood in the world.

Christian people everywhere should be
rallying their forces to oppose the anti-
Christian paganism of the Axis.
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Christlan men and women of America,
if Hitler is able to spread the Nazi curse
over the world there will be no room for
Christianity—no room for the worship of
any God but Hitler—no room for any
religion but the state.

Hitler has boasted that he would re-
place the Christian cross with the Nazi
swastika and that people will turn from
the worship of the,blood of Jesus to the
worship of the blood of the German race.

This challenge to everything we hold
dear should kindle a fire in the heart of
every Christian and put Christianity on
the march against the pagan forces of
the Axis.

There are many things that are worth
fighting for, even dying for.

Christians have always loved peace,
but they have never purchased it at the
price of slavery and dishonor.

The victory of the boys of 1918 was a
great victory and a great success. The
failure came afterward when we threw
away that victory by abandoning the
ideals for which we fought. For after
the armistice of 1918, a great wave of
cynicism swept over the world, eating out
the faith of men in their ideals. Sar-
castic writers and cynical teachers set
about “debunking,” as they said, our
ideals and pulling our heroes down to the
level of the commonplace. These in-
tellectual sophisticates sneered at re-
ligion, ridiculed dewnocracy, and scoffed
at things we considered sacred.

Thus, we were led to believe that all
men’s motives were selfish and that no
man achieved greatness because of a high
and noble purpose. The result of this
world-wide wave of cynicism was to cut
the ground from under our faith and
leave us reaching up for something to
hold onto. The cynics had robbed us, as
Shakespeare would say, of “that which
in nowise enriched them. but left us poor,
indeed.”

Then came the economic break-down,
with its millions of hungry people, to
make a mockery of our words “freedom,
liberty, and democracy.”

Thus millions of people had their faith
in humanity shaken. They ceased to
believe in the ideals of democracy, and
some even surrendered their faith in a
just God. They were drowning in a sea
of lost hope. This was an ideal condition
for the establishment of dictatorships.

When people no longer believe in any-
thing or anybody they are already de-
feated, because they have nothing to
fight for,

This is exactly the condition which Hit-
ler has undertaken to create in every
country before he has invaded it with his
military blitzkrieg.

Vacillating people who have no faith in
anything are the easiest to conquer, but
those people who are united by their
faith in God are the toughest to van-
quish. That is why religious wars are
usually the bloodiest wars, for the more
firmly men believe in their cause the more
invincible they are.

No matter if we build the most power-
ful tanks, planes, and guns in the world,
they will not defend us unless we have a
firm belief in the justice of our cause.

France spent billions of francs on her
military defense. She had numerically
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the largest army in the world. The Magi-
not line was conceded to be the most im-
pregnable fortress ever constructed. But
all of that military fortification did not
defend France, because the people of
France no longer believed in the existence
of a just God. The body of defense was
there, but the spirit was dead.

Self-styled liberals had wormed their
way into the schools and colleges of
France as teachers and professors. They
had shot the poison of cynicism and
atheism into the young brains of the
French children, and one after another
the temples of French faith were under-
mined.

The idealistic story of Joan of Are,
which had inspired French patriotism for
years, was “debunked.”

The beautiful Biblical story of the cre-
ation of man was replaced by the mate-
rialistic theory of evolution. The ideal
of “liberty” itself was explained away by
economic arguments. The thrilling ideal
of “equality” was ridiculed by pointing
out obvious inequalities. The magic word
“fraternity,” around which armies had
rallied, was mocked by citing racial prej-
udices.

Thus, France was a nation with an
army but without a soul. France was
therefore demoralized and defenseless,
for there is no fall so dangerous as the
fall of those invisible towers of faith.

The people of France no longer be-
lieved in anything or anybody. They
were, as Hitler has said, “Demoralized
and ready to capitulate.”

The story is told of the eagle which
lay dying on a rock. And as his life-
blood ebbed away he was saddened even
more when he noticed that the feather
which guided the arrow to his heart had
come from his own wing.

Surely, today, as the last pulsing hope
of freedom has been crushed out of poor
France by the ruthless heel of the dic-
tator, she must be saddened even more to
know that she contributed to her own
downfall by surrendering those spiritual
fortresses of faith.

When people have unshakable faith

in’ their God, it gives them strength.

They are not easily demoralized by prop-
aganda., Therefore, today, Christian
people should come together under the
banner of the Cross and unite around
their faith in God.

Here I wish to quote a part of a letter
written by a commander in the British
Navy to a kinsman in America. The
author of this letter is Commander Ron-
ald Kinnear. Please bear in mind as I
read this letter that it was written by a
commander of the British Navy, one of
the toughest fighting units in the world:

My Dear Kinsman: Thursday, February 6,
4:25 a. m. and a beastly cold morning—
snowing and blowing hard. The -carrion
night birds are in their foul nests across the
channel. * * *

Well, the gong will soon go now for the next
round. which we expect to be a grueling one.

Hard blows will be exchanged. If we go
down for a count, do not lose heart. We shall
get on our feet again and fight back harder
than ever. It is then that we are always at
our best; then that we are the most danger=
ous cpponents. So never lose heart about us.
We shall be O. K. Our real strength lies in
the fact that we never forget the good God.
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The Germans discarded Him. The French
forgot Him. The British remember Him.

In my time He has performed at least four
miracles for us, The first was In November
1914. The 70,000 remnants of 7 British divi-
sions were making a desperate stand against
200,000 of imperial Germany's best, fresh and
superbly armed, before Ypres. The tide of
battle turned heavily against us. All seemed
lost. Our people, led by King George V., fell
upon their knees. And lo, the 70,000 held
and fought to a standstill the 200,000. Do
not ask me how; but they did.

The second was in April 1918. British
Armies were being driven back to the Sucre—
even, it looked, to the sea. Again all seemed
lost. Once more our people, led by the King,
fell upon their knees as Haig gave his famous
order, “Backs to the wall.” A desperate
struggle then ensued; and lo, again our
Armies held and fought to a standstill the
imperial German hordes. Nor can I tell you
how it was done; but it was.

. . » . .

The fourth was In June, last year, when
our Army seemed to face certain destruction
on the beaches of Dunkirk. Mr. Churchill
warned the Commons that he might have
“very grave news” for them in a week's time.
Again our people, led by King George VI—
who is indeed his father’s son—fell upon their
knees that our 350,000 might be saved. And
saved they were. * * *

Do not ask me how it was done.

One of my colleagues here was through it
all. I have asked him, but he cannot tell
me. But done it was.

Foreigners sneer at you Americans and us
British because we both believe in days of
intercession and of thanksgiving. But we are
right, my dear kinsman. Therein lies our
great and invincible strength.

That concludes the part which I wished
to quote from this remarkable letter. Re-
member that these sentiments came from
the iron heart of a fighting man, Com-
mander Ronald Kinnear, of the British
Navy.

Yesterday President Roosevelt started
his tenth year by going to his church
and bowing himself before the King of
Kings in humility and supplication.

It is a fine thing when our President
leads the way to the altar of God. I
believe that if our people would follow
this good example and return to an un-
compromising faith in God the result
would be a great strengthening of
America's spiritual fortification, for as
Commander Kinnear has said, “therein
lies our great and invincible strength.”
THE OPFEN PUBLIC DOMAIN; KEEP IT

OPEN—ADDRESS BY SENATOR McCAR-

RAN

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President, on
January 8 of this year, as chairman of
a subcommittee of the Committee on
Publie Lands and Surveys, acting under

Senate Resolution 221, I addressed the

American National Livestock Association
in its annual convention at Salt Lake
City on the subject The Open Public
Domain—Eeep It Open. On that oc-
casion I went at length into matters per-
taining to the administration of the open
public domain and the necessity for leg-
islation on that subject which we pro-
pose to offer in the not far distant
future. I ask unanimous consent that
my speech on that cccasion be printed
in the RECORD.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. (Mr,
SmatHERS in the chair). Is there ob-
jection?
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There being no objection, the address
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD,
as follows:

Senator McCarraN. Mr. President and
members of the American National Live-
stock Association, the open public domain
of the United States has played a vital part
in the welfare of our Nation and in the wel-
fare of its people. Other countries have from
time immemorial had public lands, and have
used those lands in various ways. The open
public domain or open public common lands,
if we choose so to term them, have been by
historians noted as existing in all countries,
even prior to the birth of the Saviour.

The origin of human rights on the open
public domain of the older countries of the
world seemed to spring from different
sources and theories and authorities. Con-
cerning ourselves with what might be termed
more recent history, I deem it not out of
place to say that the right to use the open
public domain as an appurtenant sprang
from customs, practices, rules, and mandates
applylng to or emanating from the Ger-
manic fribes that came from the north of
Europe and planted their customs as far into
European territory as their invasions of
early history extend.

Prior to the Norman conquest of Great
Britain, we find that the Picts and the Scots,
and perhaps other early visitors to what we
now call the British Isles, introduced certain
indelible customs among the peoples of that
territory with reference to the use, usability,
and appurtenance of the use of the waste or
unoccupied lands. The followers of William
the Congueror found the people of Britain
already applylng customs and practices
which pertained in Normandy and in France
as to the use of the lands untilled and unoc-
cupied. Blackstone, In his commentaries,
and other historians of the law of early Eng-
land, dwell at length upon the incorporeal
hereditament known as the right of common
pasture; that is, the right of the individual
to pasture his commonable animals on the
wastes of the manor.

Without dwelling it too great length on
this item of history applicable to open pub=-
lic domain, it may be said that the right of
the individual to use the open lands of the
king or feudal lord was in early Engllish times
an appurtenant which the individual held
sacred and that could not be divested from
him save by his own act. Apropos to the
theme of my discussion today, it may be
noted that the individual might be divested
of the right of commons or the right of
common pasturage by failure of use or “y
fallure of a tenant to comply with the pre-
scription of the feudal lord. I make men=-
tion of these incidental items because of
some things that have arisen in our own
country in recent times.

I deem it not out of place to say that no
country in the world, save perhaps some sec-
tions of South America, has afforded more
opportunity to the individual for the utili-
zation of waste or unoccupied lands than
has the country In which we live. Many
States of the Union have been deprived of
the privileges of open public domain so far
as the control of such domain belonged to
the Federal Government, Our greatest
tracts of open public domain, so-called, came
largely from the purchase of the Louisiana
Territory, the treaty of Guadalupe-Hidalgo
closing the Mexican War, and discovery by
the Lewis and Clark expedition. The public
lands acquired by the purchase of the Lou-
isiana Territory were, by reason of the period
of our history in which that purchase was
effected, and by reason of the climatic con-
ditions existing over the territory, quickly
absorbed and taken up by crop-producing
agriculture. It has remained for 11 or more
of the Western States to enjoy and regulate
the use of the open public domain until the
present time,
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The use of the open public domain has been
the vehicle affecting the exploration and set=
tlement of the arid and semiarid and inter-
mountain West. The Federal Government
has, for more than 100 years, used the open
public domain and the right of commons
thereon as an inducement by which it en-
couraged the hardy and the venturesome of its
people to take up abode, to establish homes,
and rear families in surroundings and under
conditions requiring courage and vision.
Mining laws initiated by the pioneers of the
West, liberal and demoeratic in their nature,
growing out of customs established by the
westerners, have caused to be brought forth
from the bowels of the earth untold and in-
estimable wealth not only in precious metals
but in strategic metals now found indispensa=-
ble to our national defense. Volumes could
be written on this subject, but inasmuch as I
am today addressing those who primarily in-
terested in the stock-raising branch of agri-
culture, I prefer to confine my remarks to
matters pertaining to the open public do-
main of the United States and its use by
those who are giving their life and courage
and their fortunes to causing that ocpen pub-
lie domaln to produce for the sustenance of
humanity.

I say, without fear of contradiction, that
the great intermountain arid and semiarid
West has depended for settlement and de-
velopment upon these who, coming into this
section, regarded the use of the open public
domain surrounding their homestead or set-
tlement, as an inalienable right, an appurte=
nant hereditament in the nature of property
which, dealt with as an economic unit, could
be enjoyed, defended, given as pledge of se-
curity, and disposed of. These elements, re-
garded as sacred by those ploneers and
descendants of pioneers who brought the
s.ock-raising industry Into the western
country, were acquiesced in not only by the
several States but by the Federal Govern-
ment as well. And so, without direct lineage
in law7, we find the right of commons, as an-
cient history records that right, carried into
the human activities, customs, and affairs of
our own country and our own section.

As the several States were carved out of
public territory, attempts were made by leg-
islative bodies to crystalize rights on the open
public domain into various forms of statutory
enactments. Nearly every State of the West
made some legislative effort to give expres-
sion to the views of the people as to the rights
pertaining to those who graze the open pub-
lic domain.

These legislative acts of the respective
States had primarily two things In view:
First, to define the right of the individual
in his use of unoccupied open land, recog-
nizing at all times that the land itself be-
longed to the Federal Government, and that
such statutes had no greater effect than the
recognition that might be given to such
statute by the Federal Government. Then,
again, these statutes were enacted with a view
to protecting the vegetation on the open
public domain from destruction by ruthless
and unreasonable overgrazing.

Nomadic herds, owned or controlled by in-
dividuals who had no base property what-
ever and who contributed nothing to the
common weal, did more to destroy America’s
great asset, the vegetation of the open public
domain, than any one agency. It was a rare
thing when the legitimate homesteader, the
permanent settler, the visionary farmer who
looked forward to making his life and raising
his family on a permanent home in the west
would cause his surrounding territory to be
overgrazed. Indeed, he would fight to keep
it otherwise, because he knew that his greatest
asset for the success of his endeavor was the
right which he enjoyed to graze his livestock
on the open country. He regarded that right
as sacred. He regarded it as something that
would sustain him and his dependents and
that he, in turn, would hand down to his
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descendants to carry on. And so it was with
a zealous care that he locked upon the open
public domain utilized by him in an agri-
cultural pursuit.

Much has been said by well-meaning pecple
on the subject of overgrazing. Some of what
has been said Is well founded. Much of what
has been said has a foundation in theory
which nature itself seems to smile upon,
rather in derision, An area that bears all the
appearance of being ruthlessly overgrazed, an
area that has heen made the subject of scien-
tific papers on overgrazing and its effect may,
when the heavens open and let down their
moisture in abundance, bloom forth from a
seedless ground, as it were, thus to make light
of all the fine theories and doctrines in which
scientists indulge. I would be the last one in
the world to speak disparagingly of scientific
endeavor to build up the open public domain,
but, like all activities of its kind, nature has
its own way of doing the same thing better.

The efforts of the respective States to deal
with the problem of rights and appurtenances
on the public domain extended in many ways.
I recall an experience in my first political ven-
ture when the people of my county chose me
to be a member of the legislature of my State.
I had been brought up in a stock-growing
community, and I had learned from my very
infancy what I believed to be sacred rights of
the use of the open public domain for grazing
purposes. The first bill that was introduced
in the legislature was one that caused a storm
of opposition. It provided, among other
things, that sheep would not be permitted to
graze within 3 miles of any homestead or pos-
gessory claim. In the course of legislative tur-
moil some wag on the floor moved to amend
the bill by striking the letter “r” from the
word “graze”, thus to make the bill provide
that sheep should not “gaze” within 3 miles
of any possessory homestead.

And so the quirks of legislation, as I choose
to term them, found their way into various
statutes. To dwell upon these statutes at

_length would be to burden my audience, and,
indeed, to depart from the real theme of my
discussion.

The first attempt on the part of the Federal
Government to curtail, 1imit, or regulate the
use of open public domain was the setting up
of national forests and the National Forest
Bervice in the Department of Agriculture.
That Service, having control of the national
forests and the regulations promulgated
thereunder, has been in existence now for
more than 36 years, specifically since 1905. It
might well be said that the Forest Service
under the Federal Government has been, to
a large extent, the laboratory in which the
right of the individual to use the open public
domain for the grazing of livestock has run
the gamut of tests and experiments.

Those of us who, being Interested in the
stock-raising business in the West, saw the
advent of the Forest Service, recall the storm
of protest that went up against this method
of curtailing individual rights, against this
abrogation of individual privileges. It was the
first time that the Federal Go¥ernment had
departed from the principles of the old com-
mon law which, as T have said, recognized the
incorporeal hereditament known as the right
of commons, the right of the most lowly to
use the king's domain. As might have been
expected, the administration of Federal laws
and regulations, in many instances, fell into
the hands of untrained individuals unmind-
ful of the new regime which they were about
to impose upon a free people, who had for
generations enjoyed the freedom of the field
and the forest.

In the early periods of the administration
of the Forest Service, the term “overgrazing”
was in reality overworked. Nevertheless,
there were flagrant abuses of the use of the
cpen public domain which the Forest Service
set about to and did remedy or eliminate., It
was necessary for that service to pass through
two decades and more before it gained the
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acquiescence of the people affected by the
service. Until this day, it is not free from
what we believe to be justifiable complaint.

From the very inception of the Forest
Service until this hour, there has been a con-
tinued and continuing tendency, indeed a
practice, to reduce animal units grazing on
the forests. Much of this reduction is justi-
fied by the old hackneyed expression, “over-
grazing.” Some of this practice has resulted
in far-reaching criticism, because, as appears
in many instances, the reduction of the ani-
mal units is affected by transfer of property
to the Injury of the vendor of the property
and the impairment of the rights of the
vendee; and in some instances, we have found
that, notwithstanding the reduction by rea-
son of transfer of property or transfer of
permits, the number of animal units on the
given forests continues to be about the same.

I cannot too pronouncedly express my op-
position to the prevailing practice and custom
in the administration of forest grazing in
this country by which reduction in allot-
ments is put into effect on the cecasion of
transfer of property. If it was set up for the
purpose of eliminating overgrazing, it nas
falled in its purpose; if it was set up as an
instrumentality of regulation, it has only re-
sulted in eliminating domestic livestock
while in many instances increasing big game
which in turn have contributed to over-
grazing.

It was not until 1934 that a comprehensive,
all-inclusive Federal statute was passed by
the Congress, setting up control and regula-
tion of the open public domain outside of the
forests already established. This law was,
and is, known as the Taylor Grazing Act,
bearing the name of its author, the revered
and beloved late Congressman from the State
of Colorado.

The Taylor Grazing Act had from its very
inception an outstanding precedent in ad-
ministration and regulation, emanating from
the history and experience of the Forest Serv-
ice. Many of the trials and much of the
criticism that fell upon the shoulders of the
Forest Service were avoided by the Taylor
Grazlng Service; first, because those in the
industry affected by the regulation and super-
vision had learned either to tolerate or ac-
cept the same under the Forest Service; and
then again, the experiences and mistakes of
the Forest Service were taken advantage of
by the Taylor Grazing Service. It does not
go without saying, however, that the latter
has not come in for its full share of condem-
nation and criticism. It isn't out of the
woods yet, and, in my judgment, it will not
be freed from public criticlsm until it has,
by cooperation and democratic activity, set up
comprehensive economic wunits establisned
with the assurance that such units will not
be torn down or impaired, so long as the user
of the public domain joins in the spirit of
reasonable regulation.

Early in the history of the administration
of the forests, the advisability of making the
administration more democratic became ap-
parent; and, by custom and regulation, the
users of the forests were called in by repre-
sentation to advise with the administrators
representing the Federal Government. To
this day, this system of setting up advisory
boards, as it were, in the administration of
the Forest BService, is entirely permissive
rather than mandatory or having a place in
the body of the law itself,

Seeing this situation as it existed in the
forest set-up, we introduced in 1939 an
amendment to the Taylor Grazing Act which,
if it had passed as introduced, would have
gBiven absolute right of representation to the
users of the Taylor grazing lands and would
have, with greater emphasis, assured the
holder of rights on the domain administered
by the Taylor grazing service perpetuity of
his property and representation by his choice
in a body selected from the several sections
of the district, with powers to make their
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views emphatic. As the amendment passed
and is now a part of the law, while it is a
step in the right direction, it still fails to give
to the members of the advisory board the
measure of authority which, in my judgment,
they should have.

There is today pending before the Congress
of the United States what is known as the
Johnson bill, drafted to set up by law ad-
visory boards to minister in the Forest Berv-
ice. The Johnson bill, so-called, authored
by the able senior Senator from Colorado,
would establish advisory boards in the Forest
Bervice by law rather than by custom or regu-
lation. This bill has been and is being op-
posed by the Department of Agriculture. The
Johnson bill is fostered and supported by the
legislative committee of this honorable body.
What is more, my investigation leads me to
say that the Johnson bill has the widespread
support of those who use the forests in the
various sections of the West.

In 1940, due to widespread unrest and criti-
cism of the Taylor Grazing Act, it was my
privilege to Introduce Senate Resolution 241,
calling for an investigation by the Senate of
the administration, acquisition, and control
by the Federal Government of public lands.
Pursuant to this resolution, it has been my
privilege, in company with my colleagues of
the Senate, to hold hearings at several points
in the public-land States. Those of you who
have attended those hearings have, I believe,
found that they are developing much look-
ing to the aid and assistance of those who
administer the laws governing the open pub-
lic domain and locking to the relief and
assistance of those who, under the adminis-
tration, put to beneficial use the open public
domain in its various forms.

We have attempted at our hearings to bring
the Government of the United States, so far
as Government existed in administrative
bodies, out into the country to the people.
We have attempted to encourage the people
to speak to those who are administering the
law affecting the open public domain and to
tell those administrators why and wherein
injustices have been brought about, inequal-
ity has grown up, and how greater good
could come to a greater number by a different
mode or method of administration. The
committee of the Senate has endeavored to
popularize the laws, rules, and regulations
affecting the use of the open public domain,
to bring out into the light legitimate com-
plaints evincing an erroneous policy or plan,
and to aid both the administrators of the
law and the users of the domain that the best
might come out of the whale.

Our committee has uncovered, as it were,
some conditions which should be eliminated
by the heads of departments themselves under
the authority with which they are now and
presently vested, and others which should be
eliminated or remedied by legislative enact-
ment. The Senate committee found a con-
dition in the State of Wyoming connected
with what is known as the Padlock ranch,
which evinced a practice and procedure by
the Bureau of Indian Affairs unworthy, un-
democratic, unmoral. A vast acreage of open
public domain formerly connected with an
Indian reservation was laid open to white
settlers. By proclamation, publication, and
invitation white settlers were invited and en-
couraged to come in and take up tracts of these
lands. They were promised by word and act
that, in connection with the homes which
they would establish, they would have com-
mensurate rights on the surrounding open
lands for the grazing of livestock. The sec-
tion in question is best suited for the raising
of livestock. In fact, the livestock business
is about the only business that can be suc-
cessfully carried on in this section. Many of
these settlers gave their all in money and
time and diligence to the improving of their
homesteads and the breeding of their cattle.
They came by the invitation of a govern-
mental agency, made their homes, married,
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reared their families, gave in marriage, and
buried their dead in surroundings where they
believed they were protected by the word of a
governmental department.

Following the acquisition by the Indian
Bureau of the Padlock Ranch, notices were
gsent out to the white settlers, terminating
their rights to graze on the open country
after a given date. By reason of these notices
and the effect given them, the white settlers
were compelled in many instances to throw
their livestock on the market and take what
they could get for them.

Following the order canceling their rights
on the open domain, appraisers and optioners
visited the homes of these industrious coun-
try people, told them what the Indian Bureau
would pay for the land, in some instances
gave them but a few days in which to exe-
cute the option, in some instances told them
they could take the amount offered or else.
An example is that of Mr. and Mrs. M. W.
Countryman, and the following is taken from
Mrs. Countryman’s statement before the Sen-
ate committee:

“We were never told the appraisement until
April 19, which was on Saturday, late in the
afternoon, when Mr. Flipn and Mr. Pearson
came to our place; and they wanted us to
come to the office Monday and tell them our
decision, whether we would accept this offer
ornot * * * And so Monday, when we
went down, we decided we'd let the upper
place go and keep our lower place.

“They said they'd been mistaken; that we'd
have to sell &il or none.”

Our conception of democracy, our ideas of
the American way of living, our idea of com-
mon decency and honesty cause us to de-
nounce this method of dealing with citizens.

The public domain of the United States,
which is now largely within 11 western
States, is being rapidly reduced so far as its
potentiality for stock production is concerned,
by a far-flung program entailing Federal acts
setting up parks, and Executive orders with-
drawing lands and establishing monume:ts
and recreational areas If the 11 western
States are to remain sovereign States, if .hey
are to maintain independent sovereign gov-
ernments, and an economy whereby taxable
property or lands from which taxable prop-
erty and wealth can be produced, then the
taking of these properties from the tax rolls
of the State without commensurate return
to the State in lieu of taxes lost should not
be countenanced except by and with the con-
sent of the State actually affected.

Those who have been Interested in the his-
tory of the open public domain of the United
States and the important part that it has
played in the past life of the Nation, may well
be apprehensive by reason of what appears
to be a present tendency toward the curtail-
ment of the beneficial use of that vust ao-
main. I view with alarm the promulgation of
a policy which appears prevalent at the mo-
ment toward the drastic curtailment of graz-
ing on the vast areas of the West. I would
arouse my audience and the American public
to this policy that would withdraw these
areas from beneficial use and set them up
where their greatest value will be entirely
lost.

Much of this activity of elimination has
grown out of a misapprehension or misun-
derstanding. Some of it has grown out of
propaganda, unworthy, and in my judgmeat,
not conducive to American welfare. We have
the prevalling expression that the American
stock raiser has in the past made himself fat
and wealthy at the Government expense by
the use of the open public domain.

Mi. President, the Federal Government has
lost nothing but gained much by its acqules-
cence in the use of its open lands. It gained
taxable property, made out of a raw West. It
ga'ned in the production and output of a
livestock crop, increasing as the years rolled
until, in 1940, it had attained a value of
nearly half a billion dollars. Nothing less
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than the application of a liberal democratic
policy rewarding the courageous and the in-
dustrious produced this result.

The livestock culturist of the West has
jealously guarded the open public domain
against infestation of destructive diseases.
States and communities have joined the live-
stock culturist in the setting up of sanitary
regulations and quarantine laws, hecause it
was only some 20 years ago that the intro-
duction of hoof and mouth disease into the
United States brought terrific loss, and re-
quired a long period of zeal and diligence for
its eradication, We of the West stand ever
as guardsmen against the repetition of such
a condition,

1 would, however, sound a word of warning
that infested countries are ever diligent in
their effort to tear down our sanitary barriers.
It would require only the reading of the
report made by the president of this associa-
tion and his confreres, following their visit to
Scuth America, to convince us, if we have
the least doubt, that certain countries where
hoof and mouth disease now prevails and is
rampant, are seeking by every strategical
means to open the doorway so that when this
emergency is over, the United States may be
a market for livestock and livestock products
com: from infested areas. Mr Presldent,
in this as in other things, eternal vigilance is
the price that we must pay for the protection
of a great national industry

I have dwelt in a limited way upon the two
great Federal services that control and regu-
late, by law and rule, vast areas of open pub-
He domain. I would enlist the attention of
my audience to what appears to me, as chair-
man of the Special Committee of the Senate
Investigating the Administration of Open
Public Domain, as a definite plan or policy
now existent, in one or both of these admin-
istrations, to utilize the open public domain of
the United States as a means of revenue for
the Government, to impose a new burden
on those who produce wealth by their per-
sonal application and energy from the use
of the open lands of the country.

Mr. President, neither the Forest Service
nor the Taylor Grazing Act was ever Intended
by the Congress of the United States to yleld
revenue to the Federal Government. I dwell
upon the language appearing as the sole and
exclusive reason for the enactment of the
Taylor Grazing Act: “To stop injury to the
public grazing lands by preventing over-
grazing and soll deterioration, to provide for
their orderly use, improvement, and develop-
ment, to stabilize the livestock industry de-
pendent upon the public range, and for other
purposes.”

The Investigation of the special committee
of the Senate discloses that a study is being
made looking to an increase or enlargement
of fees charged for the use of Taylor grazing
lands., I am advised from a source that I
deem reliable that this study made by the
Taylor grazing administration has been sub-
mitted to the Interior Department for future
action.

There are many who point to the prices
now being received for livestock coming off
of the ranges of the country; but I hear no
voice that makes mention of the broken
hearts and shattered homes that came about
as a result of foreclosed mortgages. I hear
no mention made of the perlod from 1930
until 1939 when the Federal Government
was compelled to take over livestock loans
and advance money to sustain the grazing
industry. I hear no mention made of legis-
lation enacted to si ve the agriculturist during
those dark and eventful years when it was
necessary to set up the Frazier-Lemke Act,
that the ranchman might have a breathing
spell while he and his dependents worked out
their problems to carry on the only industry
that they knew and understood.

Mr. President, an increase of charges to
be made for animal units on the open public
domain at this time, or at any time now
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visionable, would only add another tax, an-
other turden, to be borne on the shoulders
of those who, while they toil, also dream,
and whose dreams envision and allure to a
golden future that but seldom comes.

Apropos to the thought that in my humble
way I am trylng to express, my attention is
often arrested by the prevalent expression
that we find among us: "The little fellow,”
*“the big outfit.” Mr President. the big outfit
of today in the stock-grazing business, utiliz-
ing the open public domain, is the outfit that
can borrow and borrow to carry on. The “big
outfit,” as that term has been used in the
past, has either disappeared or is rapldly dis-
appearing, The “little fellow,” in the par-
lance of the range, must be protected be-
cause the big outfits aré rapidly becoming
little fellows.

To increase the charges for the use of the
open public domain for grazing purposes will
be a blow at an American industry that is a
component and indispensable element in the
lifeblood of the Nation, and will tend to
close the gpen public domain to economic
use. Mr, President, the open public domain
of America is a part of the heritage that be-
longs to courageous America. Hence the
theme of my discussion today—the open
publtIc domain of the United States; keep it
open

The administration of the Forest Service
and of the Taylor Grazing Act has grown in
scope and personnel so that today the
charges made by the Federal Government for
the use of the open public domain and the
expenditure by the respective services are
about equal.

As chairman of the Special Committee of
the Senate Investigating the Administration
of the Open Public Domain, I have viewed
with gratification the attitude of the Forest
Service and the Taylor Grazing Bervice to
listen with open mind to the problems, con-
ditions, complaints, and suggestions that
have been made to our committee In the
various sections where the committee has
held hearings. I commend that attitude on
the part of those who administer the laws
pertaining to the great subject of the eco-
nomic use of the open public domain. I
think that attitude on the part of our public
officials, as 1 have observed it, reflects the
&pirit of the kind of democracy that belongs
to America, the kind of democracy that un-
derstands the language of the round-up or
the branding corral, the kind of democracy
that emanates from the campfire and the
mess wagon.

If we can carry on with this brand of
democratic dealing and understanding, if we
can cause those in charge of administrative
law to lend a sympathetic ear to the prob-
lems of the herdsman and the realization
that the effort of even the most lowly is a
part of the national life, then, Mr. President,
I shall console myself with the thought that
the special committee of the Senate, of which
I have the privilege to be chairman, has, by
its efforts in emphasizing the necessity for
this policy, accomplished something that will
endure and yleld benefits to those who, far
remote from the Capitol dome, are unable
to be heard or understood.

In conclusion, Mr. President, let me say
that I deem it an honor to be invited to
address your great organization in its na-
tioral conclave My humble expression made
here today mu: t of necessity be far short of
what should be the detailed discussion of
the subject. If, however, by some expression
of mine, I can bring to the realization of
those who listen to me that this organization
and affiliated or kindred organizations, hav-
ing as its object the stabilization and de-
v2lopment of the livestock industry on the
open public domains of the United States, is
rendering an invaluable service in both war
and peace times to the greatest Nation on
earth, and likewist an invaluable service to
him who invests his life and his savings in
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a hazardous industry. If I can, by any word
of mine, impres: upon you the importance of
your organization for the protection of one
of your couniry’s great industries, then the
privilege that you have affordec me of speak-
ing to you today will have brought its reward
to me and to the special com 1lttee of the
United States Senate, of which I am privi-
leged to be a member.

At the advent of a new year foreshadowed
by scenes of death and destruction, I bring
to you and to those who give their lives to
the great industry that you represent the
word of faith, the word of courage, the
word of confidence that must eternally pul-
sate from the American breast, thus assuring
that when the leaden clouds have rolled
away, when the sea has quieted, and the
land is disturbed cnly by the plowshare, the
flag of our Republic will float triumphantly,
holding the admiration and gratitude of the
civilized world.

SENATOR JOHN H. BANKHEAD

Mr. HILL., Mr. President, I am sure
the entire membership of the Senate
will share with me my gratification that
our distinguished colleague, Senator
JorN H. BankHEAD, will be nominated
this spring by the Democrats of Alabama
without opposition. In Alabama this in-
sures Senator BANKHEAD'S election to this
body for another 6 years.

Senator BANKHEAD'S nomination with-
out opposition attests the esteem and
appreciation in which he is held by the
people of our State. They know that
he has labored diligently and devotedly,
with marked success, for them and for
the Nation. They are proud that he
stands recognized throughout the coun-
try as a great national leader in the cause
of agriculture The many laws placed
upon the statute books which bear Sen-
ator BankuEAD'S name, and which are
there in such large measure because of
his influence and his leadership, consti-
tute one of the most outstanding and
brilliant records of public service in the
history of our country. In Senator
BANKHEAD'S renomination we see just re-
ward and signal honor accorded a nota-
ble public servant.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent
to have printed in the REcorp a number
of editorials from leading Alabama news-
papers paying tribute to Senator Bank-
HEAD and expressing their opinion that
Senator Banxkaeap should be renomi-
nated without opposition.

There being no objection, the editori-
als were ordered to be printed in the
Recorp, as follows:

[From the Birmingham (Ala.) Age-Herald and
other southern newspapers of February 11,
1942]

THIS MORNING
(By John Temple Graves 2d)
“And statesmen at her councils met
Who knew the seasons, when to take
Occasion by the hand and make

The bounds of freedom wider yet.”

As Senator BANKHEAD approaches election
time with no prospect of successful opposi-
tion and little of any at all he deserves the
satisfaction of knowing that he belongs to
that special rlass of Senators whose posi-
tion at home is so secure and whose name
in the Nation is so great that they are cher-
ished and permanent Institutions in the
office they hold Such men as Borah, of
Idaho, was. Such men as CarTER GLass, of
Virginia, and Georce Norris, of Nebraska, aTe,

Differing in nature, politics and careers,
these men who have become permanent in-
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stitutions in our national life bave become
so for differing reasons. In SBenator Bank-
HEAD'S case, it seems to us, the reasons are
two. One is that he i1s identified with the
history-making rehabilitation of the Ameri-
can farmer as closely as his distinguished
father was with the Federal road-building
program which enlarged American life so
immeasurably. Numerically the largest and
economically the neediest group in the coun-
try the farmer has had established for him in
recent years processes of aid, science, educa-
tion, and organization which need only to be
maintained to give him the better place in
our national economy which he must have if
that economy is to succeed. And JoHN
BanxueEAp has done more than any other
American legislator to put those processes
into operation.

His service to the Nation in this great re-
spect has been especially a service to our peo-
ple of Alabama who are his constituents, since
ours is still essentially an agricultural State
and the greatest good to our greatest number
is agricultural good. In othe: words, Senator
BangHEAD hes come to stand nationally for
something that means more than anything
else could to his constituents in Alabama—
and the combination of nrtional prestige and
home benefit is enough to assure him the
political loyalty of Alabamians all the rest
of his life.

The second reason for the permanence of
JOHN BANKHEAD, it seems to us, is that his
moderation and independence in public life
have made his tenure of office something
wholly free of the fate of any group or school
or combination or party. Come radicals or
reactionaries, he goes this moderate and in-
dependent way of his, always a progressive,
always a friend of his fellow man collectively
and individually, always just enough ahead
of the crowd to lead it and not too far ahead
to lose its support He has political oppo-
nents but no real political enemies. He has
people who think him wrong but none who
think him dangerously wrong, either in a
leftward direction or a right,

In his championing of the farmer he has
carried the concept of Federal aid a long way
forward, but he has restrained and opposed
those who wouid have carried it a dubiously
longer way forward.

He stands for a practical, open-eyed, mod-
erate progress which keeps him always in
step with and always stepping for the Ameri-
can people.

These are the things, it seems to us, which
not only make Senator BANKHEAD politically
permanent but which promise this State and
Nation so much in his permanency. They are
things which make him a man for our future
as well as for our past and present. In the
history-making years to come the opinion and
power of the farmer will have much to do
with the maintenance of our American sys-
tem against the left and right extremes to
which labor and management are exposed by
their quarrels with each other—and Senator
BangnHEAD will have much to do with making
that opinion and directing that power. In
the confusions that are sure to follow war's
end, the need wiil be for men who know not
only how to institute great reforms but also
when to stop reforming and go to work on
reforms that have been made—and Senator
BanknHEAD'S moderation and his independence
of the professional and constitutional re-
formers who get caught that way will keep
him worth his weight in votes as thosec con-
fusions arise.

He knows the seasons. He knows the time
for planting; the time for tilling, the time
for reaping, and the time for putting away.
He knows whose work to do and whose not
to do. He is a planter for his people, the
people of his country, the people of Alabama,
and they trust him because they have seen
that he never betrays either their ambitions
or their almanac,
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[From the Birmingham News of January 14,
1942]

JOHN BANKHEAD'S REELECTION

Beldom has a political result in this State
been more of a foregone conclusion than the
reelection of S8enator JoEN H BaNEHEAD this
year. In fact, no one has even come forward
to oppose him as a candidate so far, and the
likelihood is that he will have no opposition.
Reelection without opposition would be a fine
tribute to Senator BANKHEAD, and a deserved
one.

In any case, it is « virtual certainty that
the Senator will be reelected, whether op-
posed or not, for no man has a stronger hold
of the affections and the confidence of the
people of Alabama than JoEN BANKHEAD

Senator BANkHEAD is coming up for his
third term, having first been elected in 1930
to the office which his distinguished father,
SBenator John Hollis Bankhead. Sr., held until
his death in 1920. In his two terms he has
added luster to the great tradition of the
Bankhead family of Alabama for statecraft
and public service—a tradition extending
over a period of more than half a century,
during which there has not been a single year
in which Alabama was not represented in one
ll:rsmch of Congress or the other by a Bank-

ead.

In their long service to the Nation the
Bankheads have attalned to positions of lead-
ership in both the House and the Senate and
have been identified with some of the most
important and far-reaching acts of statecraft
in their time

It was the elder Senator John Hollis Bank-
head who was the father of the United States
good roads movement by virtue of his lead-
ership in behalf of Federal aid to highways.
This was the most notable of his many serv-
fces for improvement of highways and of
rivers and harbors. He was a constructive
statesman. His two sons who followed him to
Congress inherited his gift for statesmanship
of a constructive nature.

One of them, William Brockman Bankhead,
served so long and with such distinction as
a Member of Congress that he rounded out his
career as Speaker of the House. Will Bank-
head served as Speaker during 4 of the most
trying years in all our history, and he served
ably and well It was not alone for his ability
that he was distinguished, however, for it is
generally thought that among the Members
of the House, regardless of party, he was the
most popular and the most beloved man ever
to hold the speakership. Speaker Bankhead's
death is so recent that Alabamians have not
ceased sorrowing for him; and never will they
forget him.

The younger Senator BANKHEAD—NOW DO
longer young in years, but still young in spirit
and vigorous in both mind and body—has
made his own place in the history of American
statesmanship to match the places filled by
his distinguished father and brother, He has
served well in many things, but the welfare
of agriculture he has made a special interest.
Year in and year out he has labored and
fought to improve the lot of the farmers of
Alabama, of the South, and of the Nation,
He is the recognized leader of the agricultural
forces in Congress. He has long since become
known the country over as America's foremost
agricultural statesman  There has hardly
been a plece of agricultural legislation of any
consequence in the last 10 years of which he
was not either the author, the coauthor, or a
leading proponent on the floor of the Senate.

It was Senator BangHEAD, together with
his brother, Will, who gave the country the
formula for crop control, which more than
anything else has prevented disaster to
American agriculture.

It was Senator BANKHEAD who was the
father of the Tenant Purchase Act, to help
tenant farmers become owners of farms.

Senator BanxHEAD was also the moving
spirit behind most of the farm security pro-
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gram, the improvements in the farm credit
system, soil conservation, and other major as-
Ppects of our agricultural program.

Finally, he was the author of the Parity
Price Act, under which farmers for the first
time in years have received fair prices, and
which gives them assurance that they will
continue to receive fair prices.

Benator BANKHEAD'S great victory on parity
payments, in which he, almost single-hand-
edly, won over the vast majority of the Mem-
bers of both Houses, was one of the most
extraordinary legislative achievements in
American history.

In strengthening American agriculture
Senator BaNKHEAD has strengthened America.

There Is no need to review all of Benator
BangHEAD'S great record. His achievements
are well known to the people of Alabama,
and to the Natlon. They entitle him to the
esteem which he enjoys throughout the land
as well as at home.

The Birmingham News wishes formally to
take its stand, together with the great ma-
Jority of Alabamians, In favor of the reelec-
tion of Senator Jomn H. BAnkHEAD, and in
doing so, it wishes to remind the voters of
this State that the people of the rest of the
country, especially the farm States, expect
Alabama to return JoHN BaNEHEAD to the
Senate.

[From the Montgomery Advertiser of

January 20, 1942

SENATOR JOHN BANKHEAD

Senator Jorn H, BANKHEAD'S formal an-
nouncement that he will seek reelection is
a reminder that, technically at least, he must
run for office.

Usually when an elective official’s term ls
about to expire there is a discussion of pos-
sible opponents. The Advertiser has heard
no talk of any ambitious candidate with
enough time to waste in seeking the senior
Senatorship from Alabama

Usually, too, the end of an incumbent’s
term s the signal for those who have
grievances to trot them out The Advertiser
has not been informed of any dissatisfaction
with the service of Senator BANKHEAD.

Thus the hearty approval of Alabama’s
BaNKHEAD has been demonstrated, an ap-
proval of such proportions that the public
has not been consclous that he is up for
reelection.

The record of Senator BANKHEAD'S service
to the State and Nation is well known. His
name has come to symbolize the change
which has taken place in agriculture. Nine
years ago this month farming in America
was bankrupt, and despair was on every
hand.

Today American agriculture is better pre-
pared than ever before for an emergency. It
is prepared to produce the food and fiber
necessary to win the war More important
than its ability to produce is the improve-
ment in the welfare of the men, women, and
children on our farms.

The name of BANKHEAD Is a part of this
record of achievement. His service on this
front alone would justify the faith Alabama
has in him.

The importance of Senator BANKHEAD'S
service is such that it should not be inter-
rupted by a contest for his post. The wide-
spread recognition of his service is such
that all indications are that it will not be.

The only purpose which a contest for his
place could serve would be in providing an
opportunity for the public to demonstrate
overwhelmingly its thanks for his service.
But for the time being the assurance that
he will have no opposition will have to serve
the purpose.

Alabama looks forward to 6 more years
during which Senator BANKHEAD will serve
his State and Nation.
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[From the Birmingham Age-Herald of
January 14, 1842]

FOR SENATOR BANKHEAD

Indications are that Senator Jomn H.
BaNxHEAD will be unopposed for renomina-
tion in the May primary. The closing date
for the filing of candidacies—March 2—is still
some 6 weeks off, but if there were to be oppo-
sition to the Senator it seems likely that
there would have been definite sign of it by
this time. Frankly, the Age-Herald hopes
there is no such opposition. It believes that
Senator BANKHEAD is eminently entitled to
renomination and reelection on his distin-
guished and highly useful record. It does
not believe that any opponent would have a
chance of making even a good race against
him, much less of defeating him. And it
believes, in view of the extraordinarily high
order and effectiveness of the Senator’s serv-
ice and of his assurance of renomination,
that it would be an appropriate tribute to
him if he faced no opposition in the primary.

JoHN BANKHEAD is, as his second term in
the Senate mnears Iits close, recognized
throughout the country as outstanding
among the Natlon's truly constructive agri-
cultural statesmen.

His service in this field, of course, is far
more than a service to agriculture alone.
For the agricultural problem, while it most
immediately concerns farmers, nevertheless
basically concerns everybody else. It is a
fundamental problem for the entire Nation
and all its citizens. He who serves in strug-
gling with this problem notably serves all
the rest of the people. as well as the farmers.

Senator BANKHEAD's service in dealing with
the extremely difficult cotton phase of the
general agricultural problem has been of spe-
cial and invaluable service to the people of
this State and of all the cotton regions.
Here again it should be emphasized that
where a specific service—as to cotton, in this
case—has been performed, all the regions
and their people, particularly affected by
cotton, have been served. Indeed, cotton is
a national problem of the first order, and
usefulness in dealing with it is usefulness to
the entire country, on a very broad scope.

This newspaper has not invariably agreed
with SBenator BANkHEAD. But we long have
been convinced that his general approach to
the farm problem is sound and constructive.
His philosophy of democratic crop limitation,
where surpluses have made the need so cbvi-
ous as a preventive of disaster, is now so well
established as to be overwhelmingly accepted
both by farmers and the citizens of the coun=~
try generally.

His contribution to conservation of our
precious soil and other natural resources is
of great value in a program of acute and
inestimable importance.

It 18 natural that Senator BANKHEAD'S
great service to agriculture should stand out
in his record. Much of his time and thought
have been given to this work. His name is
dominantly assoclated with high achieve-
ments in this field. But his record in general
has, we think, been useful and impressive.

He has kept abreast of the needs of these
times; he has been a strong supporter of
the Roosevelt administration as it wrestled
with the tremendous difficulties of recent
years, but he has consistently sought the
sound and realistic approach to our modern
problems; he has maintained his independ-
ence of thought and action. Senator BANK-
HEAD is a representative of the people who
believes that he best serves them and most
effectively discharges his responsibilities by
thinking out and then standing by his own
convictions.

And what a devoted and unremitting
worker JoHN BANKHEAD has been. - It is only
necessary to have a casual knowledge of what
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is going on in Washington to realize how
steady and extensive have been his activities,

It would be, we think, a tremendous loss
for the country, for the South, and for Ala-
bama if the service of JoEN BANKHEAD in the
United States Senate were to be interrupted
in any way.

New problems are facing the Nation under
the terrible urgencies of war. His ability,
his experience, and his influence are now
needed more than ever.

His finely balanced conception as to a
Senator’s responsibilities to his Nation, to
his State, and to his region measures up to
the great need of these days.

We are deeply pleased and grateful that
continuation of this high service now seems
certainly assured.

[From the Huntsville Times of January 18,
1842]
SENATOR BANKHEAD

Senator JoHN BANKHEAD filed yesterday at

Montgomery for renomination to a third
term in the Senate.
_ It is quite likely he will have no opposition.
No candidate has manifested a desire to make
a contest of it with him. And none probably
will, for it would be useless. Senator BANK-
HEAD 18 too strong.

Aside from that, however, Senator BANK-
HEAD 1s entitled to another term on the
strength of the highly useful record he has
made in the upper House.

While his services for both the State and
Nation have been of a high order in many
phases of congressional work, they have been
preeminent in the field of agricultural legis-
lation.

In the past 10 years there has scarcely been-
a piece of farm legislation that either has not
borne his name, or to which he has not con-
tributed much in time, labor, and construc-
tive thought.

Primarily, his hobby and interest have been
cotton. With it he is most familiar. Of it
he has made a lifelong study.

But his study and thought have covered
the whole range of the farm program, and he
has fought for and helped to put on the
statute books a far-reaching series of bills to
rehabilitate and strengthen the whole of
American agriculture,

He helped to write the crop-control bill;
he was the daddy of the Tenant Purchase
Act, to put sharecroppers and tenant farmers
on their feet and make them self-sustaining;
he fathered the parity bill that has raised the
price of cotton above 18 cents; he has been
instrumental in most of the farm-credit
legislation that has been enacted.

In Congress, he has come to be recognized
as the outstanding authoritr on farm eco-
nomics and farm prices. His broad knowl-
edge of the history and development of the
farm problem have made him the cutstanding
spokesman on this vast and highly important
subject.

The problem, it might be added, is far from
solution yet. Changing world conditions call
for different solutions to meet different as-
spects of the problem.

It is well, therefore, to keep on guard one
with such wide experience and study, and
with such exhaustive comprehension, of this
subject,

The farmer—and especially the Alabama
farmer—is not out of the woods yet.

When Alabama can command the services
of such a man, don't let him out of public
life.

[From the Decatur Dally of January 27, 1942]
BANKHEAD'S TASK
Several months ago in these editorial col-

umns the opinion was voiced that there was
no man in the State of Alabama who could
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defeat Senator JorN H. BANKHEAD in 1942,
We did not at that time know Senator BaNk-
HEAD would be unopposed for reelection, but
it now becomes apparent that, although per-
sonal ambitions are strong and the high
honor of United States Senator is coveted,
Senator BANkHEAD will not be opposed for
reelection.

It is good that Senator BANKHEAD Is not
called upon to come home and run a political
race when it is so much more important that
he work in Washington studying and act-
ing upon the momentous matters that are
now engaging the time and the thought of
the Congress.

BANKHEAD is a powerful figure in the United
States Senate, one of the most powerful in
the Nation, a great credit to his State and
to his Nation.

Anyone who might oppose him at this time
will be spending money that might well be
saved for BANKHEAD i8 not in any danger of
suffering a defeat either at home or in the
Senate.

Months ago we took occasion to sound out
the Tennessee Valley to determine the gen-
eral attitude toward Senator BANKHEAD, and
we found an almost unanimous support for
his leadership and his policies. Since that
time his position has been strengthened with
particular reference to his continuous efforts
in behalf of the farm people of the South and
of the Nation. Seventy percent of our peo-
Ele in Alabama derive livelihood from farm
lands. they want BANxHEAD to remain in the
United States Senate But his strength is
-not by any means confined to the farm vote.
Business respects his represcntation.

It is said further of Senator BANKHEAD that
he firmly and fairly states his positior on
matters of contraversial nature. He doesn't
walk political fences. He is not afraid to
meake his position known. He does not fail
to give an outright “yes" or “no’” answer on
public questions of importance. The public
appreciates such a mar far more than the
fence-straddling type that runs for the woods
every time there is an important question up
for decision.

In recent weeks several Alabama newspa-
pers have taken the definite position that
JoHN BawkHEAD should not be opposed in
1942, Their positions were taken on the basis
of Senator BANKHEAD'S public service. The
daily went deeper into the subject months
ago in editorial expression of his worth to
Alabama and to the United States and at
the same time warning any would-be candi-
date that such cause would be hopeless in
the Tennessee Valley.

Senator BankHEAD'S task is to continue
his public service in Washington. Such a
task will require every minute of his thought
and his physical strength. He hasn't the
time to come home and make a political
campaign, although we frankly believe that
if would not be necessary for him to come
home. The people of Alabama will look after
his interests, just as he is looking after their
interests in Washington.

[From the Troy Messenger of February 10,
1942]

BPLENDID SERVICE OF SENATOR BANKHEAD WILL

’ BE REWARDED

The distinguished service of Senator JoHN
H. BanxHEeAD should, and doubtless will, be
rewarded by the voters of Alabama by re-
turning him to his post in the United States
Benate without opposition. The Senator
will be up for renomination In the spring
primaries.

The worth of Senator BANKHEAD to the
farming interests of the South has been ac-
<laimed in many high quarters in the recent
past, but we believe that a unanimous en-
dorsement of his efforts by a clear field in
the forthcoming primaries would warm his
heart as much or more than any of the high
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words of praise he has had from many other
quarters.

Certainly there is no man in these parts
who would dare to enter the lists against this
great agricultural statesman and those in
other sections who have a hankering to run
will probably remember the 137,000 majority
which Senator BANKEHEAD piled up in his sec-
ond bid for the Senatorship.

On last October 7 several hundred leading
Alabama farmers and leaders feted Senator
BanxHEAD at a testimonial dinner at a hotel
in Birmingham and at that dinner the dis-
tinguished Alabamian was presented with a
scroll designating him as “America’s greatest
agricultural statesman,” and at the twenty-
third annual meeting of the American Farm
Bureau Federation, held in Chicago, he was
awarded the bureau's medal for distinguished
service to American agriculture.

No doubt the greatest achievement of Sen-
ator BangHEAD for the farmers of America
was when, with other farm leaders, the Emer-
gency Price Control Acy of 1842 was passed.
Farm prices, by this law, will be put on an
equitable parity with other living costs and
assures our farmers and all farming commu-
nities of a living economy. Briefly, the pro-
visions of the bill, which has already been
signed by President Roosevelt, include the
following:

1. That a maximum price or price ceiling
on any agricultural commodity shall not be
fixed at less than whichever is higher—110
perceat of the parity price, the market price
on December 15, 1941, the market price on
October 1, 1941 or the average price during
the 10-year period July 1, 1919, to June 30,
1929,

2, That no action shall be taken under the
bill with respect to agricultural commodities
by the Price Administrator or any other per-
son without the prior approval of the Szcre-
tary of Agriculture. This is the Bankhead
amendment,

3. That a maximum price shall not be fixed
on any commodity manufactured or processed
in whole or substantial part from any agri-
cultural commodity that would cause farm-
ers to get a price below the minimum ceiling
that could be fixed under the bill for raw
farm commodities.

4. That the Price Administrator or the Re-
construction Finance Corporation shall not
buy or sell agricultural commodities at a
price below the minimum price ceiling that
could be fixed under the bill for agricul-
tural commodities. The bill also prohibits
the sale or disposition of any agricuitural
commodity contrary to the provisions of the
Agricultural Adjustment Act of 1938, provides
that the Price Administrator cannot prohibit
trading in any agricultural commodity for
future delivery if such trading is subject to
the provisions of the Commodity Exchange
Act. .

5 That in the case of farm commodities
other than the so-called basic commodities—
cotton, corn, wheat, rice, tobacco, and pea-
nuts—the Secretary may, under certain con-
ditions, determine and publish a comparable
price to be used in lieu of the parity price if
he finds that the parity price for such com-
modity is not a fair price as compared with
the parity prices for basic commodities.

Agriculture is in better position right now
than it has been in a decade, and those who
know give Benator Joun H. BANKHEAD credit
for a long and successful battle to improve
this position.

This newspaper hopes the distinguished
Senator from Alabama will be spared the
trouble and expense of opposition.

[From the Tuscaloosa (Ala.) News of Febru-
ary 20, 1942]

UNANIMOUS FOR JOHN BANKHEAD

Any possible prospective’ Alabama candi-

date for the United States Senate who may
have been sounding out chances for the May

MARCH b

primary within recent weeks has certainly
gotten a *‘zero” reading.

The explanation is simple indeed. Senator
JouN H. BanxHEAD is apparently the unani-
mous choice of Alabama for reelection. He
has every right to be the unanimous selection
from this State in an office which he has
filled so adequately for the past 11 years

Joun BankHEAD has maintained a great
family tradition in the United States Con-
gress, and he has added lustre to the name.
It was not an easy task for this son of a
Senator and brother of a Representative
who became Speaker, to win recognition on
his own in such a group as the Congress of
this country.

But win it he did, and with a tremendous
force that has made him a power through-
out the land. Few other men in all Ameri-
can history have earned the true title of
“The Farmer's Friend,” which he now bears.

This man is the type of public servant who
merits reelection without opposition, and
there is every evidence that he will get it
from Alabama citizens this year,

[From the Anniston Star of January 18, 1942]
BANKHEAD FOR SENATOR

The Birmingham News and the Birming-
ham Age-Herald have come out in well-con-
sidered editorials in an appeal for the re-
election of Senator JoEN H. BANKHEAD
without opposition. This is considered to
indicate that State Senator James A. Simp-
son, who has been prominently mentioned
as a likely opponent of BANKHEAD Will not
enter the race at this time, as Senator Simp-
son also happens to be the attorney for the
Hanson papers.

The Anniston Star is pleased to second this
nomination. We must admit that we were
greatly disappointed in the stand taken by
Senator BANKHEAD with respect to the price-
control bill, as his amendment conferring
a veto power on Secretary Wickard would
have led to a spiral of inflation that would
have imposed hardships on the farmer along
with all other consumers. Yet, BSenator
BANKHEAD'S work for the farmers has been
commendable and far-sighted on the whole,
and we do not know of another man in the
State who could step into his shoes and equal
his service to the country at this time.

Of course, any Alabamian has an acknowl-
edged right to offer for this high office. But
the Anniston Star believes that the less we
have of partisan politics at this time the bet-
ter it will be for us all. We need experienced
men on the job at Washington now more
than ever before in history, and wherever any
man has made a good record and who is genu-
inely representative of his constituency we
believe he should be returned to office.

[From the Dothan (Ala.) Eagle of January 22,
1942]

BANKHEAD HOME FREE

A strange quiet surrounds those whose
names have been mentioned as possible op-
ponents of Senator JoHN H. BANKHEAD In the
coming primary. And it is a silence which
is indeed wise.

There is not a man in the entire State of
Alabama who has, under present conditions,
a ghost of a chance of defeating Senator
BankgHEAD for reelection. While his views on
labor legislation and his all-out fight for fair
treatment of farm prices in the budding
price-control bill may be displeasing to some,
his long-time views on all agricultural mat-
ters are such as to make him the logical
choice of a predominantly agricultural State.

Never before has Alabama been represented
in the United SBtates Senate by one who had
a better grasp of the farmer's problems nor
one who possessed so great a capacity for
persuading his senatorial colleagues that his
views are correct and just. He has stood by
the Amerlcan farmer as has no one else and
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has made his voice heard on every occasion
where thelr welfare was at stake.

This newspaper has not always seen eye
to eye with Senator BawxHEAD and there is
little likelihood that the future will bring a
complete reconciliation of views, But at the
same time it does reccgnize that he is a man
of great ability, that he is doing magnificent
work for the American farmer and that he
should be returned to the United States
Senate.

As to returning him to the Senate without
opposition, that is a matter of little conse-
quence. Without engaging in a strenuous
campalgn which might require prolonged ab-
sences from the Washington scene, Senator
BaneHEAD can and will be reelected regard-
less of who might be so foolish as to oppose
him.

[From the Eufaula Tribune of January 26,
1842]
SENATOR BANKHEAD

About the easiest thing the Tribune can
think of is endorsing Senator JOHN BANK=-
HEAD for reelection. His record is commen-
dation enough to send him back for 6 more
years.

Upon entering the SBenate Mr. BANKHEAD
immediately sought work where he could do
the most good. Having been born and reared
close to the soil, he found his place on com-
mittees concerned with the farmer and farm
problems. Since that time he has been the
devoted champion of the agricultural dis-
tricts not only in the South but in all parts
of the Nation.

Mr. BANKHEAD goes about his task—pleas-
ures to him—in a dignified, businesslike

- manner that gets results. His office s open
to those seeking his services and he never
passed up an opportunity to help.

Of course, his reelection is assured, but this
paper wants to see him unopposed so that
he can devote his entire time to the pressing
duties of his office. Let’s give him the biggest
vote of his political career.

[From the Alabama Journal of February T,
1942]

THE SENATOR FROM ALABAMA

Since 1819, when Alabama was admitted to
Statehood and selected John Willlams Walker,
of Huntsville, and Willlam Rufus King, of
Selma, as Senators, tne State has consistently
pursued the policy of keeping its worthy men
in that office. When a United States Sena-
tor is once chosen, Alabama believes that he
will render more capable service through long
experience than could be secured through
frequent change in representation. It has
proved a wise policy. for a list of the United
States Senators from Alabama during the
past 120 years is almost like calling a roll of
the Nation’s great statesmen.

There are two distinct lines of Senators
from Alabama, one line embracing the suc-
cessors of Senator Walker, and the other
being successors of Senator King. BSenator
LisTer Hip is the present successor of the
Walker line and Senator JoHN H. BANKHEAD,
Jr., s the successor of the King line. Here
are the names and dates showing how rigidly
Alabama clings to the rule of keeping able
‘men in office over long periods except where
removed by death, in order to gain the bene-

fit of the experience that comes from Yyears:

of service.
Senator Walker and successors

John Williams Walker. oo occceeeaan 1819-1822
Willlgyn Kellgec . oo iio sosaanios 1822-1825
Dr. Henry Chambers 1825-1826
Israel PICKOOB -« cvonme e rnanse—ne 1826
John McKinley -ca.- --- 1826-1831
Gabriel MoOTe - oo mnnneee e --- 1831-1837
Clemont Comer. Clay-a..- - 1837-1841

Arthunl P Bagley ... ccercinbpinnne 1841-1848
LEXXVIOI—124

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

William Rufus Eing . - cecaaaaeo. - 1848-1853
Benjamin Fitzpatrick . ____ 1853-1861
Confederate States senators
Clement Claiborne Clay-ceveccana 1862-1864
Richard W. Walker________._.__.. 1864-1865
Post-war Senators
George 8. Houston (not seated) ___ 1885
John A. Winston (not seated) ... 1867

George E. Spencer (Republican)._. 1868-1879

George HOUuston .- e cccccccccnccmee 1879
James L. Pugh. .. ocvccccnnccann= 1880-1887
Edmund W. Pettus 1897-1907
Joseph F Johnston ... -= 1807-1813
Frank 8. White_.__... - 1914-1915
Oscar W. Underwood -. em= 1915-1927
Hugo L. Black - ccecccne- -- 1927-1937
Dixie Bibb GIraves_ . occeecececcuaa 1937-1938
Lister Hill. 1938~
" Senator King and successors

Willlam Rufus Eing._ o oo oo moeeeee 1819-1844
Dixon H. Lewis __—____ -- 1844-1848
Benjamin Fitzpatrick ... 1848-1849
Jeremiah CI <ol 1848-1853
Clement Claiborne Clay—-—ocooo_. 1853-1861

Confederate States senators

Willlam L. Yancey.._. --- 1861-1863
Robert Jemison . ceeeeeeeeea-- 1863-1865

Post-war Senators

Lewls E. Parsons (not seated) ... 1865
Willard Warner (Republican)_____ 1868-1471
George Goldthwaite. e cccccaaaaa 1871-1877
John T. Morgan._ _ ... -~ 1877-1907
John H. Bankhead 1907-1920
Braxton Bragg Comer - __________ 1920
J. Thomas Heflin_____ - 1920-1831
John H. Bankhead, Jrecocceacnca- 1931-

JoHn H. BangHEAD, Jr., has served for
nearly 12 years in the United States Senate
and is a candidate for reelection in the 1942
primaries. So universal is the satisfaction
with his record of service that it is gquite
ikely that hé will not even have opposition.
This does not mean, of course, that all ot
Alabama’s voters approve everything the
Senator has done during his terms of office,
but it does mean that his record has been
one of such faithfulness, integrity, and skill
that his retention in office will follow as a
matter of course, in keeping with the State's
long practice of profiting by the experience
of its trained public servants.

Rarely has a man had such training in
public life as has been enjoyed by Senator
BankHEAD. From early manhood he was
the close and intimate companion of his
father. whose name he bears The elder
Bankhead served Alabama in the House of
Representatives from 1887 to 1907, a period
of 20 years, and then was sent to the SBenate
and remained there until his death in 1820,
making a total of 33 years as Alabama’s
official Representative in Washington. Dur-
ing all that time Joan H, BANKHEAD, Jr., was
his father’s close associate, his secretary, his
adviser, his political manager, and helpful
coworker.

Alabama is fully appreciative of the public
service of this father and son, and will see to
it that the son is retained to serve the State
and Nation, .

|From the Florence Herald of January 30,
1942

SENATOR BANKHEAD

So far as we are informed, there is no likeli-
hood of any opposition to Senator Jomwn H.
BANKHEAD in the fortheoming Democratic pri-
mary. and it is gquite certain that such oppo-
sition, should it develop, would be entirely
futile.

Since he entered the Senate in 1931, Sen-
ator BANKHEAD has labored untiringly in the
interest of the farmers of the Nation, and he
is the author of- much of the legislation of
benefit to agriculture which has been enacted
during his service in Washington.

,fertilizer, and proper tools
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He is recognized as the ablest champion of
the farmer in either branch of Congress, and
his entire legislative record is one of which
Alabama may well be proud.

That Senator BanxuEeAD will retain his place
in Washington as long as he is able and will-
ing to serve his State and Nation is a fore-
gone conclusion.

|From the Coosa River News, Centre, Ala., of
January 23, 1942]

We note that Hon Senator Joun H. BANK-
HEAD has announced for reelection This
means that Alabama can look forward to
6 more years of progress and achievement.
Farmers, rise up and salute your champion.

|From the Winfield Journal of February 5,
1942]

SENATOR BANKHEAD FOR REELECTION

This newspaper wishes to add its endorse-
ment to the reelection of Senator Joun H.
BANKHEAD. Senator BANKHEAD deserves—and
probably will receive—another term without
opposition.

Senator BANKHEAD'S contribution to the
welfare ot the farmer has already reaped and
will continue to reap untold benefits for the
entire country. For when the farmer pros-
pers, almost everybody prospers.

Senator BaNEHEAD's contribution to the
weltare of the farmers is too well known to
necessitate enumeration here.

Alabama should show appreciation to a
highly efficient and capable public servant
by reelecting Senator BANKHEAD by an over-
whelming vote—with or without oppcsition.

|From the Muscle Shoals Advertiser, Tus-
cumbia, Ala., of February 6, 1942]

THE EDITOR'S TREND

Joan H BankHEAD—The farmer's friend.

Somewhere during the past year or two,
when we saw Alabama in the grasp of a huge
industrial expansion; and in the hectic rush
for an almighty dollar which we thought we
might capture, many of us have overlooked
certain basic facts—facts that should be con-
sidered in the light of present-day develop-
ments,

We must rememper that nolwithstanding
the presence in our midst of vast wartime
industries and fabulous weekly pay rolls, that
we of Alabama are fundamentally of the
soil; that even now from 65 to 70 percent of
the people of our State, and particularly Col-
bert County are agriculturally minded. They
are still men and women of the farm—de-
pending upon the good earth and the prod-
uce and proceeds therefrom for the suste-
nance of themselves and tleir families. To
them, the making of a living, the education
of a child, or the winning of a war, comes not
from belching smokestacks nor the mouths of
cannon, but from a carefully cultivated bit of
laad.

Among these basic facts must be remem-
berea that not but a few years ago the lot
of the average Colbert County farmer was
hardly as good as it is today Hard work and
ambition alone could not make an unylelding
soll produce without the aid of good seed,
and only some
man with tact, and a knowledge of the real
condition and needs of our people could ob-
tain these things from a willing-to-help Fed-
eral Government when the true facts were
properly presented. ;

Under those conditions, but with that tact
and knowledge, JoHN BANKHEAD went to
Washington in the interest of the State of
Alabama. The results of his stay there are
apparent on every hand. For years. he has
been the medium of supplication, not only
for our own Colbert County and Alabama
farmers alone, but for thcse of every other
agricultural State in the Union. He has done
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his work well.
permitted.

Therefore it is to the interest of every friend
of the Alabama farmer to protect our Senator’s
position heére at home while he is busy at our
Nation’s Capital protecting our interests.
Especially right now, with a Nation-wide con-
troversy raging regarding the fixing of price
ceilings, his presence is required in Washing-
ton to see that no prices will be fixed that
will affect the farmer as a consumer which
will overcome a fair margin of profit due the
farmer as a producer.

Now is not the time to permit possible sel-
fish politicians to attempt to undermine our
Senator’s position here at home. In the com-
ing primary, there should be no thought of
placing an opponent in the field against him.
His time is too valuable to compel him to
leave the Capital and come back home to
wage & political campaign. Leave him where
he is. Let his nomination and election for
another term go through without contest.
For years past, and we hope for years to come,
let it continue to be said:

“Joun H. BANKHEAD is the farmer’s friend.”

[From the Aiabama Farm Bureau News of
February 1942|
BANKHEAD WILL AGAIN CAMPAIGN FOR THE SEN-

ATE—OBSERVERS DO NOT ANTICIPATE ANY

OPPOSITION

Senator Jorw H. BANKEHEAD announced on
January 17 that he will seek a third term in
the United States Senate in the May primary.

Veteran observers are united in the opinion
that Senator BANKHEAD will not have opposi-
tion in his race. They recall that he won
handily in his last eampaign with a 137,000~
vote majority.

Recognized as the outstanding authority
on farm legislation in the Congress, Senator
BANEHEAD has recently been honored by the
organized farmers of Alabama and of the
Nation. On October 7, 1941, several hundred
leading Alabama farmers feted the Senator
with a testimonial banquet in Birmingham, at
which time he was presented with a scroll
designating him as America’s greatest agri-
cultural statesman.

Again, at the twenty-third annual meeting
of the American Farm Bureau Federation held
in Chicago. December 1941, Senator BANKHEAD
was awarded the American Farm Bureau
Federation medal for distinguished service to
American agriculture.

[Prom the Jasper (Ala.) Advertiser of Febru-
ary 25, 1942]
TNANIMOUS FOR JOHN BANKHEAD

Any possible prospective Alabama candi-
date for the United States Senats who may
have been sounding out chances for the May
primary within recent weeks has certainly
gotten a Zero reading.

The explanation is simple, indeed. Sena-
tor JouN H. BanxHEAD is the apparently
usnanimous choice of Alabama for reelection.
He has every right to be the unanimous selec-
tion from this State in an office which he has
filled so adequately for the past 11 years.

JoHN BanxHeEsp has maintained a great
family tradition in the United States Con-
gress, and he has added luster to the name.
It was not an easy task for this son of a Sena-
tor and brother of a Representative who be-
came Speaker to win recognition on his own
in such a group as the Congress of this
country.

But win it he did, and with a tremendous
force that has made him a power throughout
the jand. Few other men in all American
history have earned the true title of “The
Farmer’s Friend” which he now bears.

This man is the type of public servant who
merits reelection without opposition, and

He will continue to do so, if
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there is every evidence that he will get it
from Alabama cltizens this year—Tuscaloosa
News.

[From the Franklin County Times of Febru-
ary 4, 1942
LET'S KEEP BANKHEAD THERE

Senator JoEN H. BaAnxHEAD, Alabama’s be-
loved senior Senator; surely will have no op-
position in the forthcoming primaries and
the general election in November.

America is at war. Every ounce of experl-
ence is needed In Congress now. That Sena-
tor BANKHEAD has given a good account of
his stewardship there goes without saying.

No man has ever been & better friend of
the farmers of this Nation than has Senator
BankHEAD. Only recently he stood toe to toe
with administration leaders in Washington
and won a hectic battle for the farmets.

JoHN BANKHEAD has been doing that sort
of thing for the farmer since the day he suc-
ceeded Tom Heflin. Most of the legislation
enacted in the Roosevelt administration was
both introduced and sponsored by him.

There should be no opposition to JoHN
BankHEAD this time. He deserves to be kept
in the Senate because he has done and is still
doing a good job.

Anyone who might oppose him cowd only
hope to get before the public. This is no time
for such political activity. We need the best,
most experienced, and capable men possible
to get to serve in Congress now. BANKHEAD
meets all requirements. Let the voters reccg-
nize this by keeping him there without oppo-
sition.

A SEPARATE AIR FORCE

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President, some
time ago a statement was made to
the press by Viscount Trenchard, Mar-
shal of the Royal Air Force, in which he
warned the United States to ignore Army
and Navy opponents to a united air force.
The statement supports a bill which I
introduced many months ago, which is
now before the Committee on Military
Affairs, and on which hearings should be
held by that committee. T believe the
statement of Viscount Trenchard is such
an excellent one, so emphatic in the
declarations for a united air force, that
the entire statement as published in the
New York Times on Wednesday, Janu-
ary 28 of this year, should be printed
in the REcorp.

In regard to this request, and pertain-
ing to the subject covered by the state-
ment, let me say briefly that I believe
a step in the _ight direction has been
taken recently in the President’s reor-
ganization of our military forces. I be-
lieve we are drifting rapidly to what we
should have accomplished a long time
ago, namely, the setting up of a united
air force in the United States. There
should at this time be a trinity of defense
and a trinity of aggression in the prose-
cution of the war. That trinity should
be ample air forces, ample sea forces,
and ample land forces, efficiently
equipped to carry on an aggressive war,
rather than that we should sit back and
wait for bad news to come to us from
day to day.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection to the request of the Senator
from Nevada?

There being no objection, the state-
ment was ordered to be printed in the
REcorD, as follows:
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[From the New York Times of January 28,
1942

TRENCHARD, CHIEF OF RoYAL AIR FORCE, WARNS
UnITED BTATES TO IGNORE ARMY AND Navy
OPPONENTS OF A UNIFIED AR FORCE—MAR-
sHAL UrcEs UmiTED STATES Nor To BE DE-
LUDED BY INEXPERT CrIiTics WHOSE OBJEC-
TIONS ALsSO ARE RESULT OF BIas AGAINST
FLIERS—DENIES YARNELL'S CHARGES THAT
His Men Famnep OrF Norway, THAT ONE
TorPEDOED BRITISH CRUISER IN “BISMARCK"”
BATTLE

(By Viscount Trenchard, Marshal of the Royal
Air Force)

Lonpon, January 27.—Far be it from me to
add to the controversy that seems always to
rage when any matters of how to use air
power are debated. I cannot help remember-
ing what a great general remarked to me in
the last war about these controversies:

“Why do you deplore the fight over air be-
tween the services? As long as there is air
there will always be an air crisis due to the
extraordinary speed and range of aircraft.”

In recent months a great deal has been
written in the American press and elsewhere
to prove that the British system of an auton-
omous air force is a disastrous failure, that
each and every reverse that has befallen
British arms from Norway to Crete has been
due to the existence of the third service and
that even our successes such as the sinking
of the Bismarck and the improvement in the
battle of the Atlantic and in the battle of
Britain were for some mystical reason in spite
of and not due to our organization.

The moral is drawn that the present sys-
tem in the United States, where there are
three or four separate air forces, should be
perpetuated in the United States and ex-
tended to the British Empire.

I do not presume to suggest to the United
States how their forces should be organized.
I do not profess to be an expert on Western
Hemisphere defense and would not presume
to offer advice on that subject to those
whose business it is further, perhaps, than to
express the hope that they will not permit
themselves to be deluded by inexpert and
biased criticism into making wrong judg-
ments on premises fantastically incorrect.

The first point to remember as a back-
ground to all consideration of the lessons
of this war up to date is that we started the
war in a shocking condition of weakness.
For years we had been spending annually
about eight times as much on the older serv-
ices as we spent on the air force.

AIR FORCE DEEDS MINIMIZED

The lessons and portents of the last war
were not generally understood and after that
war most responsible officers in the navy and
army minimized the accomplishments of the
air forces in the war and failed to foresee
what should have been plain for all to see,
the potentialities of alr power 20 years
ahead.

Fifteen years later we failed to profit by
the unmistakable warnings we received in
1934 or even in 1938 to take our aircraft pro-
duction seriously in hand, and no one can
look back today on the air situation in Sep-
tember 1939 without a shudder at our sheer
audacity in going to war at all with the air
force and the aircraft industry in the state
they were in at that time.

Even 20 months later, at the time of Crete,
wo still had to concentrate our resources
on providing for the vital needs of defense
at home and in the Atlantic to an extent
that may be measured by the fact that at
the time of Crete we had barely 50 service-
able fighters in the Middle East command
and a few obsolescent American fighters at
Bingapore.

Fifteen years ago I, as chief of the air
staff, was advocating that Malaya should
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be made a great alr base and that our limited
allotment, of money should be spent on
bombers and torpedo aircraft instead of on
the huge guns that are there now.

The situation is very different today. But
the significant fact is that in only two major
operations have we had anything approach-
ing the necessary air strength, namely, the
Battle of Britain and the recent operations
in Libya, And we were only able to secure
that strength by a ruthless adherence to the
one great principle of air warfare, the prin-
ciple that in itself not only justifies but im-
peratively demands a single autonomous air
force, the principle of concentration of the
greatest available force on the task that is
decisive at the time. ]

The second point to remember, arising di-
rectly out of the first, is that the democracies
cannot do in peace or even always in war all
the things that are strategically desirable,
a condition which, while it will be a strength
in the long run, is often temporarily a ter-
rible strategic handicap.

STATESMAN IS RESPONSIBLE

In a democracy, because it 1s a democracy,
the fighting man is the servant of the states-
man; and strategy is profoundly affected by
internal and international politics. The
military chiefs are the advisers on military
poliey and the executives through which that
policy, once decided, is put into effect. The
responsibility is with the statesman who has
to justify his actions and maintain his posi-
tion in a legally constituted representative
assembly, representative of the people, whose
knowledge of military matters is nonexistent
and whose judgment is frequently wrong,
based as it must be in war on a necessarily
incomplete possession of the facts.

It is therefore all the more important that
advice on the application of air power should
be the responsibility of a single head of a
centralized service, working as the chief of
an expert staffl who have made a life study
of air power and its problems and that the
decisions of the political authority, the Prime
Minister and the War Cabinet, should be
capable of being translated into action with
that promptitude and adminlstrative efli-
clency which would be impossible under di-
vided control.

The principle of concentration on the de-
cisive point is indeed the essence of air power.
No serious exponent of air power or of the
system of a third service claims that war
can be won solely by air forces. No one
weapon, no single service, no specialized mili-
tary method, can win any war. But the
misuse or failure to take advantage of any
one military method may well lose a war and
can very easily prolong it disastrously.

The art of war is to know how to weld all
tactics into one whole, when to put the em-
phasis on one or another, how much of the
Nation's resources to allot to each and, as far
as alr power is concerned, to take full advan-
tage of its flexibility to concentrate it in ade-
quate strength at the place and on the task
which is of decisive importance at the time.

We cannot be stronger than the enemy
everywhere all the time. If we could be, it
would cease to be relevant because the war
would be won. So we must use our air re-
sources flexibly as our major national strat-
egy demands at the time, as the Germans do.
We can only do that if we have a single
autonomous air service as the Germans have,
based by Goering's own admission on our
maodel,

SUPERIOR GERMAN CONTROL

Where their organization is superior to ours
is, first, in their centralized high direction,
which controls and coordinates the effort of
all three services and, secondly, In the fact
that they have ruthlessly discarded outworn
naval and military traditions, have allotted
to air power its proper share in their plans,
and have remoided their naval and military
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technique to suit the conditions of the air
age.

In this latter respect we have much to
learn from them. Armies and fleets are still
expected, or have until very recently been
expected, to do things they are quite unable
to do, such as fight a land war without air
superiority or control narrow waters which
are dominated by hostile air power.

Conversely, it is not unknown for air forces
to be expected to perform tasks for which
they are quite unfitted, or at least can only
perform by a guite disproportionate expendi-
ture of effort, manpower, and material, and
then not so effectively as the land or sea
forces whose proper tasks they are.

If for major strategic reasons we cannot
concentrate adequate air power in any place
or on an) task, then the operations of our
naval and land forces must be adjusted ac-
cordingly. It may, for political reasons, be
considered necessary to fight on land or at
sea without adequate air support. We had
to in Norway, and we had to in Greece and
Crete, because there were not the air forces
available, nor were there adequate airdromes
if they had been.

_Admiral Yarnell, who in a recent article in

Collier's Magazine makes the extraordinary
assumption that the loss of Crete was due
to some arbitrary and one-sided decision on
the part of the Royal Air Force to withdraw
air support, is not alone in his failure to
understand the profound influence of geo=-
graphic conditions on the exercise of air
power.

He would not suggest, for instance, that
the United States Fleet should be told to
operate in Japanese waters without a base in
the Far East or a reasonably secure line of
supply for its tankers and ammunition ships.
Yet an air force without bases and without
a8 secure system of supply for fuel, bombs,
and spare parts is just as helpless as that
fieet would be. And that handicap cannot
be offset by the use of long-range aircraft,
because the short-range fighter will always
outfight the long-range aircraft of any class.

WEAKNESS SEEN IN DIVISION

But if we have to fight without adequate
air support, we must do so with our eyes
open, and we must not hope to be able to
alleviate the results of a military set-back in
Greece or a naval disaster in the Gulf of
Siam by breaking up the air force and putting
bits of it under the Army and Navy and thus
making sure that we shall have neither ade-
quate alr strength anywhere nor the expert
single advice as to how to use what we have.

Our basic strategic policy cannot fluctuate
with every wind that blows, because on our
strategic policy depends our production policy
and on our production policy depends our
capacity to have aircraft of the right types
in the right numbers and in the right place
when we want them. Thus we must con-
centrate on the vital things first and shape
accordingly our international policy and that
part of our military policy that is within our
control. And this involves taking chances
somewhere. We have bulilt up our fighter
strength in the United Kingdom and home
waters to an adequate level. We have at last
had something like adequate air strength in
the present operations in the Middle East,
where we had to take dangerous chances
until and after Italy came into the war, just
as we had to take chances in the Far East
before Japan came into the war, in order to
build up adequate Allied air strength in what
were then and still are in large measure the
decisive theaters, the Mediterranean and Rus-
sia. We concentrated resources in personnel
and bomber-type aircraft on bulilding up the
coastal command to a point at which it was
somewhere near adequate at the end of 1941
for its tasks in conjunction with the Navy
in keeping the menace in the Atlantic and in
home waters within measurable limits.

1967

We did this at the expense of the bomber
command. Yet air power cannot play its part
in helping us win the war unless we maintain
unswervingly the policy of the offensive and
concentrate steadily and consistently on
building up a bomber force which, while
always available if required for defensive op-
erations in support of the other services, has
suitable alrcraft and suitably trained crews in
adequate numbers to sustain the offensive
against our primary enemy to wear down
German resistance from within and play a
major part in creating that situation without
which no allied army can ever hope to force
its way into Germany. A

Buch a bomber force can never be built up
or effectively employed except on a basis of
centralized control, administration, and train-
ing.

ADEQUATE AIR COVER VITAL

No major military or naval operation can
hope to succeed in these days without ade-
quate cover against enemy alr action and
effective support by our own air striking
force. That surely is a lesson of this war
which requires no elogquence to emphasize.

A fleet at sea, operating beyond the range
of shore-based air support, must take its own
air support with it in the form of ship-borne
aircraft, and these may be and in the British
system are of ths fleet. Ship-borne
fighters, however, are not always available,
and the loss of the Prince of Wales and the
Repulse has proved what the air staff have
constantly urged in the past, that when
neither ship-borne nor shore-based fighter
cover can be afforded heavy ships cannot ven-
ture safely within the effective range of
shore-based air-striking forces,

But 1t hardly needed Pearl Harbor to prove
that the air defense of a fleet base or of an
area of land operations is not a naval or an
Army function

There is a natural tendency for every sub-
ordinate military or naval commander to
clamor for close air protection by squadrons
under his own command. That tendency,
unless rigidly resisted, can only end in dis-
aster.

Their speed in miles per minute and their
range in terms of hundreds, nay, even thou-
sands, of miles cannot possibly be effectively
exercised by men whose vision is limited to
the horizon as seen from the seat of a motor-
car and whose whole'training and instinet is
to regard a hundred miles as a day’s journey.

There are no frontiers, no high-water marks
in the air. And the first essential qualifica-
tion of the airman is to be an airman, to be
able to operate his aircraft or command his
squadron or wing or group efficiently, what-
ever the objectives he may be required to
attack or whatever the areas he may be called
upon to defend.

SPECIALIZATION 15 “NONSENSE™

There is a great deal of egregious nonsense
talked about the need for specialized training
for air operations in support of armies and
navies. The uninitiated would almost be led
to believe that it is necessary to breed a spe-
cial type of man to recognize a ship at sea or
an enemy tank in the desert.

Some special training is obviously neces=
sary, but it is surely equally obvious that
after the first few months of a war the long
and intimate experience and highly special-
ized training that is so often claimed as es-
sential for effective air support of land or sea
forces simply is not available. Replacements
would have to come, as they do now, from
keen young volunteers from civil life with no
specialized naval or military knowledge.

The Royal Air Force crews of the coastal
command, though they persistently decline to
call their bedroom a cabin or a service motor=
car a liberty boat, have given and are giving
service that comld not be excelled by the
smartest sublieutenant who ever passed top
out of Dartmouth.
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General Auchinleck’s frequently relterated
praise of the air support and cooperation in
this Libyan campaign means only that at
last we have been able to undertake a land
campaign possessed of sufficient air forces to
insure that air supremacy without which no
land campaign can succeed.

ORDER FOR CONSIDERATION OF
MEASURES ON THE CALENDAR

Mr. BARKLEY. I ask unanimous
consent that the Senate proceed to the
consideration of bills on the calendar to
which there is no objection, beginning
with Calendar No. 1178.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection? The Chair hears none, and
the cierk will state the first bill in order
under the unanimous-consent agree-
ment.

BILL PASSED OVER

The bill (H. R. 6328) for the relief of
certain disbursing officers of the Army of
the United States and for the settlement
of individual claims approved by the
War Department was announced as first
in order.

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I am
not clear about the objectives of the bill
from reading the title, and I should like
to have it explained. I probably will not
oppose the bill, but I should like to have
an explanation, and in the absence of
an explanation, I think it should go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Louisiana [Mr. ELLENDER], who
reported the bill, is not on the floor at
the present time.

Mr. McNARY. Perhaps some other
member of the Committee on Claims can
explain it. If there is not an explana-
tion, let the bill go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill
will be passed over.

BEACON OYSTER CO.

The Senate proceeded to consider the
bill (8. 221) for the relief of the Beacon
Oyster Co., which had been reported
from the Committee on Claims with an
amendment, to strike out all after the
enacting clause, and to insert the fol-
lowing:

That jurisdiction is hereby conferred upon
the Court of Claims of the United States to
hear, determine, as to liability of the United
Btates, and render judgment upon the claims
of the Beacon Oyster Co. and the Point
Wharf Oyster Co., both of Wickford, R. L.,
for compensation for damages sustained by
said claimants by reason of the Injury to
their oyster beds at Quonset Peint, R. I., as
a result of dredging operations carried out
in behalf of the United States in connection
with the establishment of the naval air sta-
tion at Quonset Point in the year 1940, and
upon the claim of B. J Rooks & Son, of
Warren, R. I., for compensation for damages
done their oyster beds at S8abins Point, R. I,
as a result of dredging operations carried
on by the United States Army engineers in
the year 1939: Provided, That suit hereunder
shall be instituted within 6 months from the
date of the approval of this act, and pro-
ceedings therein shall be had in the same
manner as in the case of claims over which
the Court of Clalms has jurisdiction, by
virtue of section 145 of the Judicial Code,
as amended.

Mr. DANAHER. May we have an ex-
planation of the bill?

Mr. TUNNELL. Mr. President, the bill
was introduced by the Senator from
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Rhode Island [Mr. Greenl, It provided
for the payment to three oyster com-
panies of a large amount of money, ag-
gregating, as I recall, around $400,000.
The claim grew out of the dredging of a
portion of Narragansett Bay which had
bheen used for oyster beds. The Govern-
ment dredged the bay for the purpose of
making a fortification or airport at
Quonset Point. The amount of the
claim was so large that a subcommittee
was appointed, a hearing was held, testi-
mony was taken, and we felt that a judg-
ment should not be given in the case
without the Government being heard.

Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. TUNNELL. I yield.

Mr. DANAHER. Will the Senator
state whether the waters in which the
dredging occurred were navigahle waters?

Mr, TUNNELL, They were navigable
waters, I understand.

Mr. DANAHER. Were they public
waters also?

Mr. TUNNELL. Yes; they were public
waters, as we understand, but the ground
had been leased by the State of Rhode
Island for many years.

Mr. DANAHER. Has the State of
Rhode Island any right to lease navigable
waters?

Mr. TUNNELL. They asserted that
right for many years, and I think they
had the right; at least it was recognized.

Mr. DANAHER. Will the Senator ad-
vise me if the committee went into the
question of whether the sovereign may
not take all steps necessary for the im-
provement of navigation, without lia-
bility? :

Mr. TUNNELL. There is a decision to
that effect, and therefore, when we felt
that some damage had been done, we
preferred that the case be heard in a
court where similar cases have been
heard.

Mr. DANAHER. Is it the Senator’s
understanding that by our consenting to
the claimant’s having the right of suit,
or giving the Court of Claims jurisdic-
tion to hear the claim, we are conceding
liability on the part of the Government?

Mr. TUNNELL. No. The bill contains
a provision that the court is to deter-
mine whether there is or is not liability.

Mr. DANAHER. I thank the Senator.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment of the committee.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

The title was amended so as to read:
“A bill conferring jurisdiction upon the
Court of Claims of the United States to
hear, determine, and render judgment
upon the claims of the Beacon Opyster
Co., the Point Wharf Oyster Co., and B.
J. Rooks & Son.”

ESTATE OF JOHN J. MURRAY

The bill (H. R. 1535) for the relief of
the estate of John J. Murray was con-
sidered, ordered to a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.

JOHN H. DURNIL

The bill (H. R. 2120) for the relief of
John H. Durnil was considered, ordered
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to a third reading, read the third time,

and passed. v
JOHN HUFF

The bill (H. R, 2430) for the relief of
John Huff was considered, ordered to a
third reading, read the third time, and
passed

DAVID B. BYRNE

The bill (H. R. 4896) for the relief of
David B. Byrne was considered, ordered
te a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

NELL MAHONEY

The hill (H. R. 5478) for the relief of
Nell Mahoney was considered, ordered to
a third reading, read the third time, and
passed.

PRODUCTION OF ALCOHOL AND RUBBER

The Senate proceeded to consider the
resolution (8. Res. 224) submitted by Mr.
GILLETTE on February 17, 1942, providing
for an investigation relative to the pro-
duction of industrial alcohol, synthetic
alcohol, and synthetic rubber, which had
been reported from the Committee on
Agriculture and Forestry with an amend-
ment and subsequently from the Com-
mittee to Audit and Control the Con-
tingent Expenses of the Senate with an
additional amendment. The amendments
were, on page 1, line 1, after the word
“That”, to strike out “a special committee
of five Senators, to be appointed by the
President of the Senate”, and to insert
“the Senate Committee on Agriculture
and Forestry, or any duly authorized sub-
committee thereof”; and on page 2, line
24, after “Seventy-seventh”, to strike out
“and succeeding Congresses” and to in-
sert “Congress”, so as to make the reso-
Jution read:

Resolved, That the Senate Committee on
Agriculture and Forestry, or any duly author-
ized subcommittee thereof, is authorized and
directed to make a full and complete study
and Investigation of the production and
means of production and plans for production
of industrial alecohol, synthetic alcohol, and
synthetic rubber, including the utilization of
our natural materials for such purposes, the
construction and location of production
plants for the necessary processing of ma-
terials and resources in the manufacturing
of these commodities; also including the or-
ganization or organizations now controlling
or seeking to control for the future such
aleohol and rubber production, together with
the use of patents and processes used in such
manufacture, and developed or owned in
whole or in part by foreign companies, cor=
porations, individuals, or agents, and par-
ticularly to inquire into the plans and pur-
poses and policles of our governmental
agencies, relative to the full and most eco-
nomical utilization of grains, canes, fruits,
vineyards, and other agrictltural materials,
in the processing and production of industrial
alcohol, synthetic aleohol, and synthetic rub-
ber and further to make Inquiry as to con-
templated action for settlement or adjudi-
cation of pending judicial action, by consent
decree or settlement process, involving patent
processes or control of such processing and
manufacture of synthetic aleohols and
rubber.

The committee shall report to the Senate,
as soon as practicable, the results of its study
and investigation, together with its recom-
mendations.

For the of this resclution the
committee, or any duly authorized subcom=
mittee thereof, is authorized to hold such
hearings, to sit and act at such times and
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places during the sessions, recesses, and ad=-
Journed periods of the Seventy-seventh Con-
gress, to employ such clerical and other
assistance, to require by subpena or otherwise
the attendance of such witnesses and the
production of such correspondence, books,
papers, and documents, to make such investi-
gations, to administer such oaths, to take
such testimony, and to incur ruch expendi-
tures as it deems advisable. The committee
is authorized to utilize the services, informa-
tion, facilities, and personnel of the depart-
ments and agencies of the Government. The
expenses of the committee, which shall not
exceed $5,000, shall be paid from the con-
tingent fund of the Senate upon vouchers
approved by the chairman of the committee.

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I do
not rise to object to the adoption of the
resolution. I have conferred with the
Senator from Towa [Mr. GILLETTE] about
it. A few days ago, when the matter was
presented by -he Senator from Maryland,
it was my impression that the resolution
dealt with the same subject being in-
vestigated by a committee of which the
Senator from Missouri [Mr. TRUMAN] is
chairman, namely, the production of
rubber. I did not then see and I do not
now see why there should be more than
one committee investigating that sub-
ject. Ithink we are likely to fall into the
habit of adopting every resolution pre-
sented, with the notion that something
should be investigated, and we are likely
to have duplication and have various
committees covering the same ground,
expending money unnecessarily, and tak-
ing unnecessary time, probably bringing
about a confused situation in the final
conclusions reached.

1 have considered the resolution a lit-
tle more carefully, and I find it does not
limit itself to rubber, although rubber is
mentioned, but it pertains to the use that
is being made or may be made of surplus
agricultural products in the production
of various commodities desirable in the
prosecution of the war. It does not pro-
vide for a special committee, but merely
authorizes the standing Committee on
Agriculture and Forestry to conduct the
investigation. They could do so anyway,
without special authority, but they could
not expend the fund authorized to be
spent, which I think is $5,000, and which
is modest enough, as such matters go.
So I shall not object to the resolution,
under the circumstances,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to amendments.

The amendments were agreed to.

The resolution as amended was agreed
to.

CESSION OF LAND IN THE GREAT SMOKY
MOUNTAINS NATIONAL PARK

The Senate proceeded to consider the
bill (H. R. 2320) to accept the cession by
the States of North Carolina and Ten-
nessee of exclusive jurisdiction over the
lands embraced within the Great Smoky
Mountains National Park, and for other
purposes, which had been reported from
the Committee on Public Lands and Sur-
veys with an amendment in section 4,
page 5, line 16, after the word “Interior”,
to insert “and the proceeds paid into the
Treasury of the United States:”.

The amendment was agreed to.

The amendment was ordered to be en-
grossed and the bill to be read a third
time.
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The bill was read the third time and
passed,
COURT JURISDICTION AND PROCEDURE
IN CERTAIN CASES

The Senate proceeded to consider the
bill (H. R. 6005) to authorize cases under

* the Expediting Act of February 11, 1903,

to be heard and determined by courts
constituted in the same manner as
courts constituted to hear and determine
cases involving the constitutionality of
acts of Congress, which had been re-
ported from the Committee on the Judi-
ciary with an amendment at the end of
the bill to add a new section, as follows:

Sec. 3. In any action In a district court
wherein the action of three judges is re-
quired for the hearing and determination
of an application for interlocutory injunc-
tion and for the final hearing by reason of
the provisions of section 266 of the Judicial
Code, the act of October 22, 1913, chapter 32,
or the act of August 24, 1937, chapter 754,
section 3 (being, respectively, sec. 8380,
47, and 380a of title 28, U. 8. C.), any one
of such three judges who have been desig-
nated thereto pursuant to the provisions of
section 1 may perform all functions, conduct
all proceedings, except the trial of such
actlon, and enter all orders required or per-
mitted by the Rules of Civil Procedure for
the District Courts of the United States in
effect at the time, provided such single judge
shall not appoint, or order a reference to a
master, or hear and determine any applica-
tion for, or vacation of, an interlocutory in-
Jjunetion, or dismiss the action, or enter a
summary or final judgment on all or any
part of the action: Provided, however, That
any action of a single judge hereby permitted
shall be subject to review at any time prior
to final hearing by the court as constituted
for final hearing on application of any party
or by order of such court on its own motion.

The amendment was agreed to.

The amendment was ordered to be
:ir:lglrossed and fhe bill to be read a third

e.

The bill was read the third time and
passed.

The title was amended so as to read:
“An act to authorize cases under the
Expediting Act of February 11, 1903, to
be heard and determined by courts con-
stituted in the same manner as courts
constituted to hear and determine cases
invplving the constitutionality of acts of
Congress, and further to define the pow-
ers of a district judge in certain suits.”

Mr. DANAHER. Iaskunanimous con-
sent that the committee report on House
bill 6005, which was just passed, be
printed in full in the Recorp for the
information of the Senate.

There being no objection, the report
(No. 1151) was ordered to be printed, as
follows:

The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom
was referred the bill (H. R. 6005) to author-
ize cases under the Expediting Act of Febru-
ary 11, 1903, to be heard and determined by
courts constituted in the same manner as
courts constituted to hear and determine
cases involving the constitutionality of acts
of Congress, after consideration thereof, re-
port the same favorably to the Senate with
amendments and recommend thai the bill
do pass,

The committee amendments are, on page
3, after line 5, add a new section, as follows:

“Sec.3. In any action in a district court
wherein the action of three judges is re-
quired for the hearing and determination of
an application for interlocutory injunction
and for the final hearing by reason of the pro-
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visions of section 266 of the Judicial Code,
the act of October 22, 1813, chapter 32, or
the act of August 24, 1937, chapter 754, sec-
tion 8 (being, respectively, sections 380, 47,
and 380a of title 28 United States Code),
any one of such three judges who have been
designated thereto pursuant to the provisions
of section 1 may perform all functions, con=-
duct all proceedings, except the trial of such
action, and enter all orders required or per-
mitted by the Rules of Clvil Procedure for
the District Courts of the United States in
effect at the time, provided suck single judge
shall not appoint, or order a reference to a
master, or hear and determine any applica-
tion for, or vacation of, an interlocutory in-
Junction, or dismiss the action, or enter a
summary or final judgment on all or any
part of the action: Provided, however, That
any action of a single judge hereby permitted
shall be subject to review at any time prior
to final hearing by the court as constituted
for final hearing on application of any party
or by order of such court on its own mction.”

And amend the title so as to read:

“An act to authorize cases under the Ex-
pediting Act of February 11, 1903, to be heard
and determined by courts constituted in the
same manner as courts constituted to hear
and determine cases involving the constitu-
tionality of acts of Congress, and further to
define the powers of a district judge in cer-
tain suits.”

SECTIONS 1 AND 2
Sections 1 and 2 of the bill are explained

An the following letters from the Director of

the Administrative Office of the United States
Courts and Chief Justice D. Lawrence Groner,
of the United States Court of Appeals for the
District of Columbia.

ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE OF THE
Unrtep STATES COURTS,
Washington, D, C., February 11, 1942,
Hon. Freperick Van NuUvs,
Chairman of the Committee on the
Judiciary, Uniied States Senate,
Washington, D. C.

“DEAR SENATOR VAN Nuvs: Chief Justice
Groner informs me that he has written you
urging prompt passage of a bill passed by
the House of Representatives and now pend-
ing before your committee (H. R. 6005). This
bill amends section 1 of the so-called Expe=-
diting Act (title 49, U. 8. C., sec. 44), so as to
provide that the court in a case brought in
any distriet court of the United States under
chapter 1 of the Interstate Commerce Act,
in which the United States is plaintif and
the Attorney General certifies that the case
is of general public importance, may be com-
posed of three judges of whom one at least
shall be a circuit judge and the other two
may be district judges instead of three cir-
cuit judges as at present. I am glad to add
my recommendation in behalf of the Judi-
clal Conference of Senior Circuit Judges to
that of Chief Justice Groner.

The measure has been considered by the
members of the Judicial Conference and has
their unanimous approval. The change is
designed to prevent interference with the
normal work of the circuit courts of appeals
resulting from the present provision. The ef-
fect of taking three judges of such a court to
sit for a long period of time in & case hrought
under the Expediting Act can readily be
imagined. Speaking of such a case now
pending before a special court of three cir-
cuit judges drawn from the Circuit Court of
Appeals for the Third Circult in Philadelphia,
Senior Circuit Judge John Biggs, Jr., of that
court, recently wrote me as follows:

“Three of the judges of the Circuit Court
of Appeals for the Third Circult are now
engaged in trying the Pullman Co. case,
which may continue for a very long time,
and there are now pending in the district of
Delaware two additional cases in which expe-
diting certificates have been filed, which, if
they have to be tried, will render our situ-
ation very difficult.
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“This bill or some bill substantially like it
must pass in the very near future.”

Chief Justice Groner of the United States
court of appeals for this district says that
there is an imminent prospect that, unless
the present law is changed as provided by the
House bill, a special court of three circuit
Judges may have to be formed from the judges
of the court of appeals for this district to
the very grea' detriment of its regular work.

As far as I have been informed, no objec-
tion has been raised to the pending bill. It
is requisite in order to avoid disruption from
time to tlme of the regular business of the
circuit courts of appeals and its enactment
as soon as possible iz much to be desired in
order to conserve the energies of the judges
of the court of appeals for this distriet ior
their primary duties. I earnestly hope,
therefore, that prompt and favorable action
on the bill may be taken.

With kind regards, I am,

Bincerely yours,
HenrRY P. CHANDLER.

UnNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS,
Washington, D. C., February 6, 1942,
Hon. FrepericK VAN NUYS,
Chairman, Judiciary Committee,
United States Senate,
Washington, D. C.

“Dear CHAIRMAN: The House passed, on
February 3, H. R. 6005, which is an act the
effect of which will substitute for three cir-
cuit judges at least one circuit judge and two
district judges in a case involving restraint
of commerce in which the Attorney General
has filed with the court what is generally
called an expediting certificate. The present
law requires three circuit judges, and there
have been constituted recently several courts
of three circuit judges who, under the law,
sit as a district court would take the evi-
dence and then decide the case. In some
cases it has taken from a month to 2 months
alone to hear the evidence, and this has
largely broken up and very serlously delayed
the regular docket of the circult court of ap-
peals from which the judges were drawn.
My particular interest in this act grows out
of the fact that a case of this nature is now
pending here and, if I constitute the court of
three judges of this court and the taking of
the evidence lasts as long as counsel on both
sides tell me it will, it will be practically im-
possible for this court to function for a pe-
riod of 2 months and, it will seriously retard
our docket.

It is quite bad enough to take two district
judges and one circuit judge and require the
three of them to take the evidence which one
district judge would ordinarily take, but the
alternative presented in the act is better than
the present law The question has been dis-
cussed in the Judicial Conference, and what I
have said above is the ccnsensus of opinion of
the senior circuit judges. Judge Biggs, senior
judge in the third cireuit, is very much in-
terested in the matter, and so am I, and I will
be greatly obliged to you if you will take up
the bill as it comes from the House and if,
after study. you approve it, you will do what-
ever may be necessary to get it through the
Senate as quickly as possible. I am holding
up the order in the pending case here, hoping
for the passage of this bill.

With kind regards,

Yours faithfully,
D. LAWRENCE GRONER.
SECTION 3

While H. R. 6005 was under consideration,
it seemed to your committee that it might
properly be amended by adding a new section,
to be known as section 3, to incorporate H. R.
4812 in the same bill.

H. R. 60056 provided for a broader method of
selecting the three-judge court authorized in
the acts referred to in H. R. 6005 but required
that the three judges when designated should
“hear and determine such case” and “to as-
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sign the case for hearing at the earliest prac-
ticable date, to participate in the hearing and
determination thereof, and to cause the case
to be in every way expedited.”

H. R. 4812 likewise dealt with a three-judge
court constituted (a) under section 266 of the
Judicial Code (title 28, U. 8. C., sec. 380)
when the constitutionality of a State statute
or the conduct of a State officer acting under
such State statute is in question; or (b) under
the act of October 22, 1913 (title 28, U. 8. 0.,
sec. 47), when an injunection is sought against
an order of the Interstate Commerce Com-
mission; or, (¢) under the act of August 24,
1937 (title 28, U. 8. C., sec. 380a) when the
constitutionality of an act of Congress is in
question

As it came from the House, H. R. 4812 would
have authorized any one of the three judges
on the three-judge court to attend to pro-
cedural preliminaries not necessarily requir-
ing the action of the whole court but pre-
serving a review by the whole court of the
action taken by any such single judge in a
preliminary matter. Your committee felt
that we should broaden the powers of any
one of the three judges designated to the
three-judge court under the provisions of sec-
tion 1 (that is, H. R. 6006) to permit him to
perform all preliminary functions and enter
all orders permitted by the Rules of Civil
Procedure, but should make certain that
either in actions brought under section 1, or
under the statutes cited above in section 3,
the actual trial of the final issues must be
by the ful' three-judge court. While this
matter of a trial by the full court was clearly
stated in H. R 6005, and would seem to be
equally clear with reference to actions under
the other statutes above referred to, unless
H. R. 4812 was amended specifically in this
particular there might hav. been doubt on
the point. Your committee feel as a matter
of policy that actions so important as to
Justify the three-judge court should be heard
and determinec by the full three-judge court.
After the House language which would have
authorized one judge to “conduct all pro-
ceedings,” we have inserted “except the trial
of such action” to remove any possible ques-
tion on this score. Such other amendments
as were made in the House bill are minor and
are recommended simply in the interest of
clarity of expression.

Accordingly the title is amended so that
H. R 6005, as amended, will be correctly en-
titled to state a" of the purposes originally
contemplated by both measures before their
consolidation.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The con-
sideration of bills on the calendar under
the unanimous-consent agreement is
completed.

AUTHORIZATION FOR COMMITTEE RE-
PORTS, SIGNING OF BILLS, ETC.

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that during the re-
cess of the Senate following today’s ses-
sion all committees may be authorized to
report bills, resolutions, or nominations
to the Senate; that the Presiding Officer
of the Senate be authorized to sign bills
and resolutions ready for his signature;
and that the Secretary of the Senate be
authorized to receive messages from the
House of Representatives.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

EXECUTIVE SESSION

Mr. BARELEY. I move that the Sen-
ate proceed to the consideration of exec-
utive business.

The motion was agreed to; and the

Senate proceeded to the consideration of
executive business.

MARCH b

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
SmaTHERS in the chair) laid before the
Senate messages from the President of
the United States submitting several
nominations and a protocol (and with=

. drawing a nomination), which were re-

ferred to the appropriate committees.

{For nominations this day received and
nomination withdrawn, see the end of
Senate proceedings.)

EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF COMMITTEES
DURING ADJOURNMENT

Under authority of the order of the 2d
instant,

Mr. CONNALLY, from the Committee
on Foreign Relations, submitted the fol-
lowing favorable reports of nominations
during adjournment of the Senate:

Plerre de L. Boal, of Pennsylvania, now
Envoy Extraordinary and Minister Plenipo-
tentiary to Nicaragua, to be Ambassador Ex-
traordinary and Plenipotentiary to Bolivia;

Arthur Bliss Lane, of New York, now Envoy
Extraordinary and Minister Plenipotentiary
to Costa Rica, to be Ambassador Extraordi-
nary and Plenipotentiary to Colombia;

Boaz Long, of New Mexico, now Fnvoy Ex-
traordinary and Minister Plenipotentiary to
Ecuador, to be Ambassador Extraordinary and
Plenipotentiary to Ecuador;

Wesley Frost, of Eentucky, now Envoy Ex-
traordinary and Minister Plenipotentiary to
Paraguay, to be Ambassador Extraordinary
and Plenipotentiary to Paraguay;

Robert M. Scotten, of Michigan, now Envoy
Extraordinary and Minister Plenipotentiary
to the Dominican Republic, to be Envoy Ex-
traordinary and Minister Plenipotentiary to
Costa Riea;

Avra M. Warren, of Maryland, now a For-
eign Service officer of class 1, assigned as Chief
of the Visa Division in the Department of
State, to be Envoy Extraordinary and Minis-
ter Plenipotentiary to the Dominican Repub=
lic; and .

James B, Stewart, of New Mezxico, now a
Forelgn Service officer of class 1 and consul
general at Zurich, to be Envoy Extraordinary
and Minister Plenipotentiary to Nicaragua.

EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF COMMITTEES

The following favorable reports of
nominations were submitted:

By Mr. BARKLEY, from the Committee on
Banking and Currency:

R. M. Evans, of Virginia, to be a member
of the Board of Governors of the Federal Re-
serve System for the unexpired portion of the
term of 14 years from February 1, 1940, vice
Chester C. Davis.

By Mr. GEORGE, from the Committee on
Finance:

Callis H. Atkins, to be an assistant sanitary
engineer in the United States Public Health
Service, to take effect fr date of oath; and

William Jennings Bryan, Jr., to be col-
lector of customs for customs collection dis-
trict No. 27, with headquarters at Los An-
geles, Calif. (reappointment).

By Mr. McCKELLAR, from the Committee on
Post Offices and Post Roads:

Sundry postmasters.

L. METCALFE WALLING

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, from the
Committee on Education and Labor I re-
port the nomination of L. Metcalfe Wall-
ing, of Rhode Island, to be Administra-
tor of the Wage and Hour Division in
the Department of Labor, and I ask
unanimous consent that the nomination
be considered and confirmed at this time.
The reason for making the request is
that the nomination has been before the
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Senate for several days, and it appears

to be necessary that action be taken on

the nomination as soon as possible in

order that the Wage and Hour Division

gif the Department may properly func-
on.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
nomination will be stated.

The legislative clerk read the nomina-
tion of L. Metcalfe Walling, of Rhode
Island, to be Administrator of the Wage
and Hour Division in the Department of
Labor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection to the present consideration of
the nomination? The Chair hears none,
and. without objection, the nomination is
confirmed.

Mr. CHAVEZ. I ask unanimous con-
sent that the President be immediately
notified.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

If there be no further reports of com-
mittees, the clerk will proceed to state
the nominations on the calendar.

DIPLOMATIC SERVICE

The legislative clerk read the nomina-
tion of Pierre de L. Boal, of Pennsyl-
vania, to be Ambassador Extraordinary
and Plenipotentiary of the United States
of America to Bolivia,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, the nomination is confirmed.

The legislative clerk read the nomina-
tion of Arthur Bliss Lane, of New York,
to be Ambassador Extraordinary and
Plenipotentiary of the United States of
America to Colombia.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, the nomination is confirmed.

The legislative clerk read the nomina-
tion of Boaz Long, of New Mexico, to be
Ambassador Extraordinary and Plenipo-
tentiary of the United States of America
to Ecuador.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, the nomination is confirmed.

The legislative clerk read the nomina-
tion of Wesley Frost, of Eentucky, to be
Ambassador Extraordinary and Plenipo-
tentiary of the United States of America
to Paraguay.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, the nomination is confirmed.

The legislative clerk read the nomina-
tion of Robert M. Scotten, of Michigan, to
be Envoy Extraordinary and Minister
Plenipotentiary of thc United States of
America to Costa Rica.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, the nomination is confirmed.

The legislative clerk read the nomina-
tion of Avra M. Warren, of Maryland,
to be Envoy Extraordinary and Minister
Plenipotentiary of the United States of
America to the Dominican Republic.
~ The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, the nomination is confirmed.

The legislative clerk read the nomina-
tion of James B. Stewart, of New Mexico,
to be Envoy Extraordinary and Minister
Plenipotentiary of the United States of
America to Nicaragua,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, the nomination is confirmed.

POSTMASTERS

The legislative clerk proceeded to read
sundry nominations of postmasters on
the calendar,

Mr, BARKLEY. I ask that the nomi-
nations of postmasters be confirmed en
bloc.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, the postmaster nominations
are confirmed en bloc.

THE NAVY

The legislative clerk read the nomina-
tion of Capt. Jesse B Oldendorf, to be
rear admiral, for temporary service, to
rank from November 27, 1941.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, the nomination is confirmed.

That completes the calendar.

Mr. BARKLEY. Iask unanimous con-
sent that the President be immediately
notified of all nominations this day con-
firmed.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, the President will be so noti-

fied.
RECESS TO MONDAY

Mr. BARKLEY. As in legislative ses-
sion, I move that the Senate take a recess
until 12 ¢’clock noon on Monday next.

The motion was agreed to; and (at 1
o'clock and 28 minutes p. m.) the Senate
took a recess until Monday, March 9,
1942, at 12 o’clock noon.

NOMINATIONS

Executive nominations received by the
Senate March 5, 1942:

REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE

Ellis Purlee, of California, to be register of
the land office at Sacramento, Caiif. Reap-
pointment.

UniTED STATES PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICE

The following-named passed assistant sur-
geon to be surgeon in the United States Public
Health Service, to rank as such from the date
set opposite his name:

Donald J. Hunt, March 1, 1942,

Coast GUARD oF THE UNITED STATES

Lt. (Jr. Gr.) Randolph Ridgely 3d to be a
lieutenant in the Coast Guard, to rank from
the 1st day of January 19432.

APPOINTMENTS, BY TRANSFER, IN THE REGULAR
ARMY OF THE UNITED STATES
TO ADJUTANT GENERAL'S DEPARTMENT

Maj. Leon Calhoun Boineau, Infantry (tem-
porary lleutenant colonel, Army of the United
States), with rank from April 30, 1940.

TO QUARTERMASTER CORPS

Lt. Col. Maurice Vernon Patton, Field Ar-
tillery, with rank from August 18, 1840.

Maj. Daniel Francis Healy, Jr., Field Artil-
lery, with rank from June 12, 1941,

TO FINANCE DEPARTMENT

Ma]j. Ernest Orrin Lee, Fleld Artillery, with
rank from June 12, 1941,

TO CORPS OF ENGINEERS

Lt. Col. Elmer Gwyn Thomas, Quartermas-
ter Corps (temporary colonel, Army of the
United States), with rank from July 13, 1940.

Capt. Carleton Merritt Clifford, Quarter-
master Corps, with rank from June 12, 1940.

Capt. Jesse Huckett Veal, Quartermaster
Corps, with rank from June 11, 1941.

First Lt. Gordon Pendleton Larson, Infan-
try (temporary captain, Army of the United
States), with rank from June 13, 1836.

TO ORDNANCE DEPARTMENT

First Lt. Henry Jacob Katz, Coast Artillery
Corps (temporary major, Army of the United
States), with rank from June 12, 1939,

TO COAST ARTILLERY CORPS

First Lt. Eenneth Edward Tiffany, Infantry
{temporary captain, Army of the United
States), with rank from August 1, 1835.
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TO AIR CORPS

Becond Lt. Everett Houston Ware, Coast
Artillery Corps (temporary first lieutenant,
Army of the United States), with rank from
June 11, 1940.

Second Lt. Joseph Lee McCroskey, Cavalry
(temporary first lieutenant, Army of the
United States), with rank from June 11, 1940.

Second Lt. Charles Leonard Peirce, Corps
of Engineers, with rank from June 11, 1941,
effective March 7, 1942,

Becond Lt. Fred John Ascani, Corps of En=
gineers, with rank from June 11, 1941, effec-
tive March 16, 1942.

Second Lt. Richard Bradford Polk, Coast
Artillery Corps, with rank from June 11, 1941,
effective March 16, 1942.

Becond Lt. Clarence John Lokker, Fleld
Artillery, with rank from June 11, 1941, effec-
tive March 7, 1942.

Becond Lt. Joseph Meryl Silk, Signal Corps,
with rank from June 11, 1941, effective March
16, 1942,

Szcond Lt. George Winfield Stalnaker, In=-
fantry. with rank from June 11, 1941, effec-
tive March 16, 1942,

Second Lt. Frank Ely Locke, Coast Artillery
Corps. with rank from June 11, 1941, effective
March 16, 1942,

Second Lt. Alpheus Wray White, Jr., Quar=
termaster Corps, with rank from June 11,
1941, effective March 16, 1942.

Szcond Lt. Lanham Carmel Connally, Field
Artillery, with rank from June 11, 1941, ef-
fective March 16, 1942.

Second Lt. Richard Van Pelt Travis, Infan-
try, with rank from June 11, 1941, effective
March 16, 1942.

Second Lt. Charles Gleeson Willes, Coast
Artillery Corps. with rank from June 11, 1941,
effective March 16, 1942,

Second Lt. Donald Vincent Thomp:son, Cav-
alry, with rank from June 11, 1941, effective
March 7, 1942,

Second Lt. James Philip Walker, Cavalry,
with rank from June 11, 1941, effective March
16, 1942,

Second Lt. Howard Frank Adams, Coast
Artillery Corps, with rank from June 11, 1941,
effective March 6, 1942,

Szcond Lt. Joseph Scott Peddie, Coast Ar-
tillery Corps, with rank from June 11, 1941,

Second Lt. David Burch Taggart, Infantry,
with rank from June 11, 1941, eflective March
16, 1942,

Second Lt. Justus MacMuilen Home, In-
fantry, with rank from June 11, 1941, effective
March 28, 1942.

Second Lt. Hamilton King Avery, Jr., In-
fantry, with rank from June 11, 1941, effec=
tive March 6, 1942,

Second Lt. Joseph Scranton Tate, Jr., In=-
fantry, with rank from June 11, 1941, effec-
tive March 6, 1942.

Second Lt. Harry Lee Jarvis, Jr., Infantry,
with rank from June 11, 1941, effective March
6, 1943,

Second Lt. Bert Stanford Rosenbaum, In-
fantry, with rank from June 11, 1941, effective
March 16, 1942,

Second Lt. William John Hershenow, Jr.,
Infantry, with rank * om June 11, 1941, effec-
tive March 28, 1942.

Second Lt. Alden George Thompson, In-
fantry, with rank from June 11, 1941, effective
March 16, 1942,

Second Lt. Bruce Campbell Cator, Quarter=
master Corps, with rank from June 11, 1941,
effective March 28, 1942,

PROMOTIONS IN THE REGULAR ARMY OF THE
UNITED STATES

To be lieutenant colonel with rank from
March 2, 1942

Maj. Willlam Warren Welsh, Air Corps (tem=-
porary colonel, Air Corps; temporary lieuten-
ant colonel, Army of the United States).

To be lieutenant colonels with rank from
March 4, 1942

Maj. Arthur Ignatius Eunis, Air Corps (tem=
porary colonel, Air Corps; temporary lieuten=
ant colonel, Army of the United States).
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Maj. Caleb Vance Haynes, Alr Corps (tem-
porary colonel, Air Corps; temporary lieuten~
ant colonel, Army of the United States).

Maj. Jean Edens, Infantry (temporary lleu-
tenant colonel, Army of the United States).

Maj. Emil Frederick Kollmer, Quartermas-
ter Corps (temporary lieutenant colonel,
Army of the United States).

Maj. LeRoy Willlam Yarborough, Infantry
(temporary lieutenant colonel, Army of the
United States).

Maj. Edward Bernard Schlant, Judge Advo-
cate General's Department (temporary lieu-
tenant colonel, Army of the United States).

Ma). Richard Francis Stone, Quartermaster
Corps (temporary lieutenant colonel, Army
of the United States).

Maj. James Norwood Ancrum, Infantry
(temporary lieutenant colonel, Army of the
United States).

Maj, William Wallace Brier, Quartermaster
Corps (temporary lieutenant colonel, Army of
the United States).

Maj. John Brandon Franks, Quartermaster
Corps (temporary colonel, Army of the United
Btates).

Maj. John Joseph Turner, Field Artillery
(temporary lieutenant colonel, Army of the
United States).

Ma). Richard James Sothern, Field Artillery
(temporary lieutenant colonel, Army of the
United States).

Maj. Orville Ervin Davis, Quartermaster
Carps (temporary lieutenant colonel, Army of
the United States).

Maj. John Thomas McEay, Quartermaster
Corps (temporary lieutenant colonei, Army
of the United States).

Maj. Percival Adams Wakeman, BSignal
Corps (temporary lieutenant colonel, Army
of the United States).

Msaj. Herman Jackson Crigger, Field Ar-
tillery (temporary lieutenant colonel, Army of
the United States).

Maj. Floyd Thomas Gillespie, Signal Corps
(temporary colonel, Army of the United
Btates).

Maj. Charles Homer Martin, Cavalry (tem-
porary lieutenant colonel, Army of the Dnited
States).

Maj. William Henry Speidel, Infantry (tem-
porary lieutenant colonel, Army of the United
States).

Maj. Robert Owen Montgomery, Field Ar-
tillery (temporary lieutenant colonel, Army
of the United States).

Ma]. Sidney Frank Wharton, Infantry (tem-
porary lieutenant colonel, Army of the United
Btates) .

Maj. Stephen Eugene Bullock, Field Artil-
lery (temporary lieutenant colonel, Army of
the United States).

Maj. Dayton Locke Robinson, Infantry
(temporary lieutenant colonel, Army of the
United States).

Maj. Homer Banister Pettit, Corps of Engl-
neers (temporary lieutenant colonel, Army
of the United States).

Maj. James Yancey Le Gette, Field Artil-
lery (temporary lieutenant colonel, Army of
the United States).

To be licutenant colonel with rank from
March 8, 1942

Maj. Sherman Edgar Willard, Coast Artil-
lery Corps (temporary lieutenant colonel,
Army of the United States).

To be lieutenant colonels with rank from
March 21, 1942

Maj. Howard Samuel Paddock, Signal Corps
(temporary lieutenant colonel, Army of the
United States).

Maj. Harcld Arthur Bartron, Air Corps
(temporary colonel, Air Corps; temporary
lieutenant colonel, Army of the United
Btates).

Maj. Joseph Albert Sullivan, Quartermaster
Corps (temporary lieutenant colonel, Army of
the United States).

Maj. James Bryan McDavid, Quartermaster
Corps (temporary lieutenant colonel, Army
of the United Btates).
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Maj. Lloyd Henry Gibbons, Infantry (tem-
porary lieutenant colonel, Army of the United
States).

Maj. Henry Elmer Sowell, Field Artillery
(temporary lieutenant colonel, Army of the
United States), subject to examination re-
quired by law.

Maj. William Stilwell Conrow, Cavalry
(temporary lieutenant colonel, Army of the
United Btates).

Maj. James Webb Newberry, Infantry (tem-
porary lieutenant colonel, Army of the United
Btates).

Maj. John Frederick Whiteley, Air Corps
(temporary colonel, Air Corps; temporary
lieutenant colonel, Army of the United
States,)

To be lieutenant colonel with rank from
March 31, 1942

Maj. John Carson Grable, Signal Corps
(temporary lieutenant colonel, Army of the
United Btates).

MEDICAL CORPS
To be majors

Capt. Cleveland Rex Steward, Medical Corps
(temporary major, Army of the United
States), with rank from March 5, 1942,

Capt. Willlam A. Dains Woolgar, Medical
Corps (temporary major, Army of the United
States), with rank from March 19, 1942,

Capt. Earl Rosenius Lundeberg, Medical
Corps (temporary major, Army of the United
States), with rank from March 19, 1942,

Capt. Arthur Herman Corliss, Medical Corps
(temporary major, Army of the United
States), with rank from March 19, 1942,

Capt. Jonathan Milton Rigdon, Medical
Corps (temporary major, Army of the United
States), with rank from March 19, 1942,

To be captains

First Lt. Raymond Taylor Jenkins, Medlical
Corps (temporary captain, Army of the United
States) with rank from March 10, 1942,

First Lt. Carl Bennett BStilson, Medical
Corps (temporary captain, Army of the United
States), with rank from March 10, 1942.

First Lt. Harold Thomas Little, Medical
Corps (temporary captain, Army of the United
States), with rank from March 10, 1942,

First Lt. Robert Nathan Lehman, Medical
Corps (temporary captain, Army of the United
States), with rank from March 10, 1942.

First Lt. Louls Franklin Saylor, Medical
Corps (temporary captain, Army of the United
States), with rank from March 10, 1942,

First Lt. Raymond Bender Croissant, Medi-
cal Corps (temporary captain, Army of the
th;!gwd States), with rank from March 10,

First Lt. Richard Stirling Bolten, Medical
Corps (temporary captain, Army of the United
States), with rank from March 18, 1842, sub-
ject to examination required by law.

VETERINARY CORPS
To be colonel

Lt. Col. George William Brower, Veterinary

Corps, with rank from March 8, 1942,
MEDICAL ADMINISTRATIVE CORPS
To be first lieutenant

Becond Lt. Howard Brim Nelson, Medical
Administrative Corps (temporary captain,
Army of the United States), with rank from
March b, 1842,

CHAPLAINS
To be colonel

Chaplain (Lt. Col.) Milton Omar Becbe,
United States Army (temporary colonel, Army
of the United States), with rank from March
24, 1942,

To be captain

Chaplain (First Lt.) Ralph Mark Reed,
United States Army (temporary captain, Army
of the United States), with rank from March
10, 1942, :

PROMOTION IN THE Navy

Capt. Jesse B. Oldendorf to be rear admiral,

for temporary service,
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WITHDRAWAL
Executive nomination withdrawn from
the Senate March 5, 1942:
POSTMASTER

Jess H. Miller to be postmaster at Natoma,
in the State of Kansas.

CONFIRMATIONS

Executive nominations confirmed by
the Senate March 5, 1942:

DIPLOMATIC SERVICE

Pierre de L. Boal to be Ambassador Extraor-
dinary and Plenipotentiary of the United
States of America to Bolivia.

Arthur Bliss Lane to be Ambassador Ex-
traordinary and Plenipotentiary of the United
States of America to Colombia.

Boaz Long to be Ambassador Extraordinary
and Plenipotentiary of the United States of
America to Ecuador.

Wesley Frost to be Ambassador Extraordi-
nary and Pler ipotentiary of the United States
of America to Paraguay.

Robert M. Scotten to be Envoy Extraor-
dinary anud Minister Plenipotentiary of the
United States of America to Costa Rica.

Avra M. Warren to be Envoy Extraordinary
and Minister Plenipotentiary of the United
States of America to the Dominican Republie.

James B. Btewart to be Envoy Extraordi-
nary and Minister Plenipotentiary of the
United States of America to Nicaragua.

DEPARTMENT OF LABOR

L. Metcalfe Walling to be Administrator of
the Wage and Hour Division, Department of
Labor.

POSTMASTERS
LOUISIANA

Thomas L. Bernard, Atchafalaya.

Marcie M. Rogers, Baldwin.

Amos V McLanahan, Florien,

Clifton T. Bigner, Pollock,

August L. Chappuis, Rayne.:

James L. Derouen, Welsh,

MISSOURI

Lofel Earl Barnett, Lancaster,

OKLAHOMA
Ruth I. Corbin, Delaware.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
THURSDAY, MARCH 5, 1942

The House met at 12 o’clock noon, and
was called to order by the Speaker.

The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Mont-
gomery, D. D., offered the following
prayer:

Almighty God, our Heavenly Father,
we pray Thee to quiet our hearts and
strengthen us with calm and collected
minds. In difficult hours while the
ancient fires of the prophets burn clean
and deep in our breasts, give us uninter-
rupted fellowship with Thee. No fever
of heat can burn the soul that breathes
the air or learns the ways of the Christ,
Knighted in the midst of sin and woe as
He went about doing good, He was in-
spired by the final truth and the final
reality.

Confronted as we are by staggering
realities, praying that humankind may
be saved from the deadly fascinations of-
war, oh, do Thou reproach all shameful
indifference and the superficial attitudes
which are ever new and ever old. May
we be aroused to the realization that al-
though the world is one vast Calvary of
human suffering, over against the down-
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pull of the world tragedy there stands
the tremendous upward urge of compel-
ling principles which will live until justice
and freedom are redeemed. Dear Lord,
we would in breathless silence pray for
our President, his Cabinet, and his imme-
diate counselors; be pleased to give them
health, wisdom, and vision in the solu-
tion of all problems; may they feel the
+inspiration of a united country. In the
name of our Saviour. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of yes-
terday was read and approved.

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT

A message in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States was communi-
cated to the House by Mr. Miller, one of
his secretaries, who also informed the
House that on the following dates the
President approved and signed bills of
the House of the following titles:

On February 27, 1042:

H.R.4179. An act to confer jurisdiction
upon the Court of Claims to hear, determine,
and render judgment upon the claims of
Allen Pope, his heirs or personal representa-
tives, against the United States.

On February 28, 1942:

H. R.6470. An act to extend the time within
which the amount of any national marketing
quota for tobacco, proclaimed under section
312 (a) of the Agricultural Adjustment Act
of 1938, may be increased.

On March 3, 1942:

H.R.T793. An act for the relief of the estate
of Charles D. Talbert, deceased; and

H. R.5880. An act to abolish certain fees
charged by clerks of the district courts; and
to exempt defendants in condemnation pro-
ceedings from the payment of filing fees in
certain instances.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. GATHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks in the Recorp and include therein
an article from the Commercial Appeal
of Memphis, Tenn., enfitled “Strikes in a
Crucial Spring.”

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE

Mr. WOODRUFF of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend my remarks.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no chjection,

[Mr. WooprurF of Michigan addressed
the House. His remarks appear in the
AppendiX.]

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. ANDERSON of California. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex-
tend my remarks in the Appendix of the
Recorp and to include a newspaper
article.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. BLOOM. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent to extend my remarks in
the Recorp and to include therein an ad-
dress by Dr. Nicholas Murray Butler,
president of Columbia University, en-
titled “There Can Be No Isolation.”

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection,
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PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE

Mr. ELIOT of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, T ask unanimous consent that
on tomorrow, at the conclusion of *the
legislative business of the day and other
special orders, I may be permitted to
address the House for 20 minutes.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so urdered.

There was no objection.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. SATTERFIELD, Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent to extend my
own remarks in the Recorp and include
therein an addresc delivered by me over
the radio.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so urdered.

There was no objection.

Mr. TIBBOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my own
remarks in the REecorp and include
therein a resolution of the Senate of
Pennsylvania protesting the construction
of a dam on Clarion River which would
destroy Cook Forest, one of the priceless
possessions 0. our Commonwealth.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. GEHRMANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my own
remarks in the Recorp and include
therein a few excerpts from letters from
farmers on the farm-security situation.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent to address the House for
1 minute, to revise and extend my re-
marks, anc to include a part of a news-
paper article.

The SPEAKER.
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

[Mr. RicH addressed the House.
remarks appear in the Appendix.]

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my own
remarks in the Recorp and to include
therein an address made by Mr. Eugene
Casey at the Washington Day dinner at
Fort Worth, notwithstanding the fact
that it is estimated that it will be three
pages and will cost the sum of $135. I
also wish to include a statement made
by Mr. Gere A. Howe, of the Amarillo
Globe.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

THE SECRETARY OF WAR

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent to address the House for
1 minute.

'Z.[.‘he SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I notice that
the morning press reports there is a like-
Iihood that the Secretary of War may
resign on account of his health. Our
friend and fellow colleague the. gentle-
man from New York [Mr, WADSWORTH]
is mentioned as his likely successor. I

Without objection, it

His
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can think of nothing that would better
please this House, and I believe the coun-
try, than for this honor to be bestowed
upon this distinguished American. In
character, experience, knowledge, and
patriotism no better man could be found
in the country to grace this position than
our friend, J1m WADSWORTH.
[Here the gavel fell.]

EXTENSION OF REMAREKES

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex-
tend my own remarks in the Appendix
of the Recorp and to include an editorial
which was published in the Seattle Post-
Intelligencer relating to our colleague
the gentleman from Washington [Mr.
MaeNUSON].

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Wash-
ington [Mr. SmIiTH]?

There was no objection.

SECRETARY OF WAR STIMSON

Mr. MAY., Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent to address the House for 1
minute.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from EKen-
tucky [Mr. Mavy]?

There was no objection.

Mr. MAY. Mr. Speaker, I join whole-
heartedly with my colleague the gentle-
man from Georgia | Mr. Cox] in his ref-
erence to our distinguished colleague the
Honorable James W. WapsworTtH, of New
York; but may I state further in connec-
tion with the press report that the Secre-
tary of War, the Honorable Henry L.
Stimson, may resign tha! I express my
appreciation for the distinguishec serv-
ices that have been rendered by the pres-
ent Secretary of War to this country.
He is a great American and a distin-
guished statesman with an illustrious
record of great public service in many
important positions. I am sure if he re-
signs it will be strictly on account of ill
health, and I trust that the House of
Representatives will understand that if
his advices had been followed in 1931
when Japan first ruthlessly and wantonly
started her regime of world conquest
and entered Manchuria in violation of
numercus treat, obligations and set out
to congquer the world, we would probably
have been relieved of the present war
situation, and peaceful China would not
have bled so severely during the past sev-
eral tragic year., nor would we be now
engaged in war on distant fronts in many
parts of the world. If Secretary Stim-
son should resign I desire him to know
that so far as I am concerned he will re-
turn to the shades of private life with
my warmest esteem and gratitude to a
great public servant, and I am sure he
has the confidence of all our people.

- [Here the gavel fell.]

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. PLUMLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my own re-
marks in the Recorp and include an ad-
dress I made to the people of the State of
Vermont 24 years ago today, and also to
include an address which I made on the
3d day of March this year. May I say in
reference to the matter just referred to
on the floor that while I doubt that the
gentleman most interested, perhaps, has
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been advised with respect fo the possi-
bilities to which the press refers, and I
am not undertaking nor assuming, as a
Republican, to dictate to a Democratic
President his choice as to a member of his
Cabinet, however, and if the very distin-
guished gentleman who now holds the
office is constrained to resign, no more
able, nor better qualified individual can be
found in the United States of America to
succeed him thar the gentleman who was
mentioned in the press dispatches, our
colleague and friend, Mr. WaDswoORTH, of
New York, as a possible successor to that
distinguished Secretary of War, Henry
Lewis Stimson.

I do not need to refer to the long legis-
lative experience of our colleague, Mr.
‘WabsworTH, in the United States Senate,
nor to his chairmanship of the Military
Affairs Committee of that body, nor to the
preeminence of the position he octupied
there as a leader in the Senate. We in
the House have seen him in action. That
is the complete answer.

I speak impromptu and extemporane-
ously, yet I assert that his interest in all
things and his information pertaining to
national defense and the War Depart-
ment is such that his statements reach
the people as authoritative, backed by
judgment, experience, and knowledge.

The people rely on him because of his
demonstrated capacity, his wealth of ex-
perience, and it i: true that what the gen-
tleman from New York, Jim WADSWORTH,
says the people believe, and rightly so.

That may sound like a tribute, yet it is
true.

He compels confidence, and because—
though he would be the last to admit it—
he does not talk for effect—nor unless he
knows what he is talking about from “a”
to zero. The people know it. That is
the answer these days.

If there is to be a change, he is the
man—if the people are to be served.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Ver-
mont [Mr. PLUMLEY]?

There was no objection,

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE

Mr. WINTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend my
remarks in the RECORD.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Kan-
sas [Mr. WiNTER]?

There was no objection.

[Mr. Winter addressed the House,
His remarks appear in the Appendix.]

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr,
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
address the House for 1 minute, to revise
and extend my own remnarks in the Rec-
orD and to answer that kiss of death the
gentleman from Kansas has just admin-
istered to the Faddis committee.

The SPEAEER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Mis-
sissippi [Mr. Rangin]?

There was no cbjection.

[Mr. Rankin of Mississippi addressed
the House. His remarks appear in the
Appendix.]

EXTENSION OF REMARES

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent to extend my own remarks
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in the REecorp and to include therein
copies of certain letters.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Wis-
consin' [Mr. HuLrl?

There was no objection.

Mr. DUNCAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my own re-
marks in the REcorp and to include a let-
ter from the chairman of the committee
on agriculture of the House of Repre-
sentatives of the State of Missouri.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Mis-
souri [Mr. Duncan]?

There was no objection.

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend my
own remarks in the RECORD. r

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Michi-
gan [Mr. HoFFman]?

There was no objection.

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, to show
that the Navy may have followed a wise
course in extending the period of rest of
Lieutenant Roosevelt 30 days, that im-
mediate return to service may be dan-
gerous let me read from a letter written
prior to the time that the Rooseveli in-
cident was called to the attention of the
House. This man, an old friend, Fred
Hildebrand, writes:

Dear Crare: 1 am. writing you this letter
in regard to my son-in-law who was drafted
into the Army November 24, 1841, The first
day he went to Camp Custer he had an at-
tack of appendicitis and they operated on
him the first. night. He was In the hospital
for 17 days and was out of the hospital only
a8 few days until they made him march to
Battle Creek. We thought they would send
him home for a while to rest up after the
operation, but instead they sent him to Cali-
fornia on December 20, 1841, This trip and
the marching he had to do so soon after the
operation was too much for him, and when
he got to California he had to go to the
hospital. * * * He isin a rundown con-
dition now and has lost 15 to 20 pounds in
weight.

So sometimes it is a good thing to grant
a few days further to men who have been
operated on. This boy was not granted
any time to recover. He did not have an
extension of time and you are advised of
the result.

[Here the gavel fell.]

PUERTO RICO

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend my
remarks.

The SFEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Mich-
igan?

There was no objection.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Speaker, in
connection with what the gentleman
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Rica] had tosgay
a few moments ago, I wish to submit
these figures. The Department of the
Interior Division of Territories and Is-
land Possessions has informed me that
since 1928, down to and including 1940,
we have sent $192,500,000 down to Puerto
Rico; up to and including 1933 about
$14,000,000 of it and since 1933 about
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$178.000,000. Over $75,000,000 of these
funds have been used in connection with
W. P. A, so-called Puerto Rican Recon-
struction, social and agricultural experi-
ments. At the present time that island
is under the administration of Governor
Rex Tugwell, who, I believe, was origi-
nally administrator of the movement to.
which the gentleman from Pennsylvania
referred, embracing the Arthurdale-
project.
[Here the gavel fell.]

CALL OF THE HOUSE

Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. Mr.
Speaker, I make the point of order that
a guorum is not present.

The SPEAKER. Evidently a quorum
is not present.

Mr, McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I
move a call of the House.

A call of the House was ordered.

The Clerk called the roll, and the fol-
lowing Members failed to answer to their
names: i i

[Roll No. 33]

Arnold Gillette Osmers
Baldwin Heflernan Randolph
Barnes Hope Rivers
Baumhart Houston Robinson, Utah
Beam Howell Sanders
Bender Jensen Schaefer, 11,
Blackney Johnson, Shannon
Bolton Lyndon B Simpson
Burdick Kelly. TIL Smith, Pa.
Byron K'eberg Stratton
Cluett Eramer Sweeney
Cole, Md. Lesinski Tolan
Copeland Magnuson Vreeland
Culkin Marcantonio  Walter
Curtis Mason Weiss
Englebright Mundt Whitten
Faddis Myers, Pa. Wolcott
Fish Nichols Worley
Fitzpatrick O'Connor Wright
Gifford O'Day

The SPEAKER. Three hundred and
seventy-three Members have answered
to their names, a quorum.

By unanimous consent, further pro-
ceedings, under the call, were dispensed
with.

FRED FARNER AND DORIS M. SCHROE-
DER—VETO MESSAGE FROM THE PRESI-
DENT OF THE UNITED STATES (H. DOC.
NO. 644)

The SPEAKER laid before the House
the following veto message from the
President of the United States:

To the House of Representatives:

I return herewith, without my approval,
H. R. 3141, a bill “for the relief of Fred
Farner and Doris M. Schroeder.”

The bill proposes to provide for the
payment of the sum of $3,000 to Fred
Farner, of Prairie View, Ill., as compen-
sation for the death of his daughter,
Barbara Farner; and the sum of $5,000
to the guardian of Doris M. Schroeder,
of Prairie View, Ill., as compensation for
personal injuries caused by a Govern-
ment ambulance driven by an enrollee of
the Civilian Conservation Corps.

The two girls, age 11 and 10, respec-
tively, while standing on or near a side-
walk, were struck by an ambulance of the
Civilian Conservation Corps when its
driver swerved the vehicle in their direc-
tion to avoid a collision with two boys
on a bicycle. It appears proper to ascribe
responsibility for the lamentable accident
to his failure to maintain proper control
of the vehicle and to reduce its speed
immediately upon seeing the children.
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The proposed award of $3,000 as com-
pensation for the death of Barbara
Farner appears reasonable.

On the other hand, the proposed pay-
ment of the sum of $5,000 as compensa-
tion for personal injuries sustained by
Doris Schroeder seems excessive. While
the little girl suffered severe injuries and
was in a hosptial for a number of weeks,
and lost a year in school, nevertheless, an
investigation recently made by repre-
sentatives of the Government indicates
that she returned to school last Septem-
ber and is pursuing the usual childhood
activities. The report indicates that she
is making a complete recovery and has
not sustained any permanent injuries.

Out of the proposed payment of $5,000
the sum of $1,500 may be allocated to
medical and hospital expenses, leaving a
balance of $3.500 for pain and suffering.
While, as I have heretofore indicated in
connection with other private bills, it is
appropriate to make suitable compensa-
tion for pain and suffering, in this case
an award of $3,500 for this purpose would
appear excessive. If the bill would have
provided for a total payment of an
amount not exceeding $3,000, instead of
$5,000, to the guardian of Doris Schroe-
der, and thereby in effect awarding not
more than the sum of $1,500 for pain and
suffering, it would have appeared unob-
jectionable.

I regret that under the circumstances,
I feel constrained to withhold my ap-
proval from the present bill.

FRANKLIN D. ROOSEVELT.

Tre WHITE House, March 5, 1942.

The SPEAKER. The objections of the
President will be spread at large upon the
Journal.

Without objection, the message and
the accompanying bill will be referred to
the Committee on Claims and ordered
to be printed.

There was no objection.

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE APPRO-
PRIATION BILL, FISCAL YEAR 1943

Mr. TARVER. Mr, Speaker, I move
that the House resolve itself into the
Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union for the further con-
sideration of the bill (H. R. 6709) mak-
ing appropriations for the Department
of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1943, and for other purposes.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the House resolved itself
into the Committee of the Whole House
on the state of the Union for the further
consideration of the bill H. R. 6709, with
Mr. RamspECK ir the chair,

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The CHAIRMAN. On yesterday when
the Committee rose tellers had been or-
dered on the amendment offered by the
gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. Mon-
roNEY]. The Chair now appoints as
tellers the gentleman from Georgia [Mr.
Tarver] and the gentleman from Okla-
homa [Mr. MONRONEY].

The Committee divided; and the tellers
reported that there were—ayes 97, noes
112,

So the amendment was rejected.

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. Mr.
Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word.
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Mr, Chairman, I am sure it is no re-
flection on the distinguished gentleman
from Georgia, in view of the splendid
work his committee has done on this
bill, if some of us feel that there are
places in the bill where substantial and
appropriate savings can be madz without
in any wise hurting the real help to the
farmer. I have studied the bill and I
have read the hearings and the report.
I know the committee had long hearings,
patient hearings, and they have made
some very splendid suggestions and some
very appropriate cuts, but there are other
places in which savings can be made. I
hope the House of Representatives,
wherever it can cut down on nonessen-
tial spending without hurting the farmer,
will not hesitate to do so.

There are any number of places in this
bill—you cannot go over them in 5 min-
utes, but they have been pointed out in
the debate—where staggering sums are
provided for transportation, for com-
munication, and for personnel that are
Jjust stumbling over each other in the way
of the farmer, impeding his progress in-
stead of helping him, hundreds and
thousands of them that could be cut out
if we would have the courage to do it
in this bill, and the farmers would ap-

_plaud it.

The people of this country are becom-
ing very conscious of what government
is costing them. If you have any doubt
about that, just go back home and find
out.

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield'

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. I have
only 5 minutes.

Mr. TARVER. i1 will try to get the
gentleman additional time.

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. I do not
care for any additional time.

Mr. TARVER. I should like to ask the
gentleman a question which I think is
very pertinent.

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. I do not
care for any additional time, I thank
the gentleman very much.

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr,
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. I have
just refused to yield to the gentleman
from Georgia.

The situation is this. Time and time
again in this bill there are appropriations
that can be cut without hurting the
farmer or what he really gets. I do not
have time to mention all of them, but I
have here a letter, the full text of which
I shall insert in the REecorp if I can get
permission to do so, in relation to the
loans made in connection with the farm-
rehabilitation program.

This letter is from J. C. Lewis, district
supervisor of district four, Alabama,
written just a year ago, March 4, 1941, in
which he takes to task his field represent-
atives because they are not producing
the business. He says:

We have the money and we have the per-
sonnel and you must get out and get loans
for the farmers and place those loans, be-
cause we have the money and it is a reflec-
tion upon our organization.

He further says:

We have ample personnel in this district to
do the job that we originally set out to do,
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that is aid about 4,000 needy familles in this
distriet. From the study of these figures 1
am enclosing, we are not planning on aiding
more than 3,410 applicants in all. This is
not enough for the perscnnel we have in this
district., With the farm supervisors we have,
counting two colored who will probably have
a maximum load of 100 to 125. we should
aid about 3,800 clients in this district.

Now, Mr, Chairman, when you have
got to go out and reprimand your fleld
agents because they are not lending the
money to the farmers, when the farmers
are not asking for such help. I am not a
farmer, although I have many farmers
in my district, but I believe I have a little
intelligence about it. The farmer needs
today two things. One is to give him a
market and a price for his commodity.
He has that because the world is his mar-
ket. The fact is we should let him alone
and let nature take its course. The best
thing you can do for the farmer today is
to remove handicaps and take away this
management and this supervision and
this Government patronage we are
throwing around him day after day. I
hope, as we go through this bill, we will
curtail it wherever we can curtail these
administrative expendituresr and these
nonessentials and bring the bill down. I
believe the real farmers in this country
will applaud our efforts.

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Chairman, I rise
in opposition to the pro forma amend-
ment.

Mr. Chairman, we all recognize the
ability of the gentleman from Virginia
and the fact that when he sets his shoul-
der to the wheel in the interest of any
cause he will certainly be a force to be
reckoned with. The gentleman from
Virginia, however, has never been
iriendly to what is ordinarily referred to
as the farm program.

The gentleman’s efforts in behalf of
economy are ordinarily efforts which
should receive the commendation of the
membership of the House and of the
country. The gentleman handles, as
chairman, the independent offices appro-
priation bill. It carried an appropriation
of $2,096,138,875. It was less than Bud-
get estimates by approximately $5,-
000,000. This reduction below Budget
estimates is a thing which I think justi-
fies much commendation of his subcom-
mittee, but his bill carried three times
in direct appropriations the amount of
the appropriations that are carried in this
bill, and the amount of reductions made
by this subcommittee below Budget esti-
mates is approximately $2,000,000. So
we should not yield to the gentleman
from Virginia to explain to us the mean-
ing of economy, since we have recom-
mended economies in the farmers' hill
that are out of proportion to those which
he was able to effect in the independent
offices appropriation bill. Besides that,
our bill as a whole is approximately
$560,000,000 below the bill for the cur-
rent year.

Economy? Yes; but I wonder if the
membership of the House realizes—that
is, if all of them realize—what would
have been the effect of the amendment
upon which we just voted a few moments
ago with regard, let us say, to the agri-
cultural marketing agreements. As it is
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now, whenever the farmers of your com-
munity or mine or of your section desire
to enter into an agricultural marketing
agreement, and a great many thousands
of them in the country today are inter-
ested in the negotiation of these agree-
ments, the Department, from its staff
here in Washington, sends an attorney
to the field to contact them and confer
with them regarding their problem and
to assist them in the working out of their
agreement. If you had adopted this
amendment, which was proposed without
rhyme or reason, as I see it, and I do
not speak unkindly of those who thought
it was justified, to reduce by one-half
the travel allowance for the Solicitor’s
Office in the Department of Agriculture,
then when your farmers in the next year
might have desired assistance from the
Solicitor’s Office in the Department of
Agriculture in connection with the work-
ing out of a marketing agreement, they
would have been advised that the Solici-
tor’s Office did not have sufficient travel
funds with which to send men to the
field and that therefore it would be
necessary for the farmers themselves or
their repreesntatives to come to Wash-
ington in order to get the information
and the assistance that they need.

Now, we are economizing here on the
farmers. In the independent offices ap-
propriation bill to which I referred
awhile ago, and which was written by
the subcommittee of our distinguished
friend from Virginia, $14,000,000 was
carried for travel expenses and nobody
rose on this floor to say that he thought
they ought to be able to get along on
half of the amount of travel expenses
which had been estimated. Nobody rose
to say that because this is a time of great
national emergency and because the
school children of the country are con-
tributing to the defense program we
ought to consider cutting out half of the
travel expense carried in that bill.

We passed the State, Justice, and
Commerce bill a few days ago. It carried
considerable sums for travel expense,
and insofar as I know——

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent to proceed for 2 addi-
tional minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Georgia?

There was no objection.

Mr. TARVER. Nobody rose on the
floor to seek to cut out the amounts of
any of those travel items on the basis of
economy.

In a few days we are going to be ready
to take up writing the Labor-Federal Se-
curity Administration bill. I am a mem-
ber of the subcommittee having that
duty.

We would like to know if it is the sen-
timent of this House that all travel ex-
penses should be cut at least 50 percent?
Is that what you want us to do? Do you
want us to restrict the Wage and Hour
Administration and the other organiza-
tions of the Department of Labor to 50
percent in the travel allowance, of what
has been recommended by the Budget?
What is sauce for the goose ought to be
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sauce for the gander. I am willing to go
along with you and economize in every
reasonable way, but so far as I am con-
cerned, I would like to know the basis
for the economy, and the evidence which
justifies it before we undertake to make
drastic cuts in these amounts that have
been fixed in the bill by the subcommit-
tee, even below the estimaies of the
Budget.

Mr. HARE. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. TARVER. Yes.

Mr. HARE. If the chairman of the
subcommittee having in charge the inde-
pendent offices appropriation bill, which
was the first appropriation bill brought
to the House, had established a prece-
dent, reducing travel expenses in that
bill by one-half, does not the gentleman
think that with sueh an example, other
subcommittees might have followed in
his footsteps?

Mr. TARVER. I think, without mean-
ing to be critical of the gentleman from
Virginia [Mr. Wooprum], his position
would have been much stronger if the
independent offices appropriation bill
had cut travel expenses by 50 percent, as
he voted to do this morning in connec-
tion with the item which was voted upon
a few moments ago.

Mr. MAY. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. TARVER, Yes.

Mr. MAY. 1 have about 12,000 farm-
ers in my district. I grew up on the
farm, and I know the hardships of the
farmer, from the boy up. Is it not true
that the reason why the gentleman from
Virginia brought in such a large bill is
because of the establishment of the bu-
reaucracy we have in the United States
Government today, and that the same
thing applies to the Department of Agri-
culture in a magnified way?

Mr. TARVER. Without criticizing the
gentleman from Virginia, I might say
that there is much more chance for
bureaucracy evils in a $2,000,000,000 bill
than there is in g bill such as this, which
carries only $700,000,000 in direct appro-
priations.

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Chairman, I
move to strike out the last two words.
It should be said in justice to the gentle-
man from Virginia [Mr. Wooprum] that
the nature of the bill that he brought
in here as the first appropriation bill in
this session, was one that did not offer
itself so readily to curtailment as some
other bills, May I remind the House
that three-fourths of all of the money
contained in the independent offices ap-
propriation bill was in the Maritime
Commission shipbuilding program and
for the Veterans’ Administration. That
bill carried $980,000,000 for the building
of ships for the purpose of transporting
lend-lease commodities across the seas.
It contained over $600,00C,000, as I re-
member, for the Veterans’ Administra-
tion. It contained $33,000,000 for the
selective service; but when you examine
those agencies that perform no defense
work of any kind, it occurs to me that
the independent offices appropriation bill
committee did a pretty fair job, and it
ought to be said in all justice to the
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gentleman from Virginia that he did a
good job on those agencies where the
element of defense was not involved.
Obviously, defense items could not be
cut when the Nation was clamoring for
an all-out effort.

Mr. LAMBERTSON. Mr, Chairman, I
rise to strike out the last three words.
While the independent offices appropria-
tion bill did provide those regular appro-
priations that are more or less set, yet it
did have expenditures for travel, and if
he had singled out that item alone he
might have made a comparison with the
item in this bill. I said in my speech the
other day that there are Members here
who are so strong for economy at times
that it seemed to me that they were try-
ing to balance the Budget just on the
agricultural appropriation bill, and that
is just what is self-evident today. I have
a better record for economy than has the
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Woob-
roM], and I would like to say this: Cut
out the farm security if you want to, cut
out the farm tenancy, and I dare the
gentleman to get on the floor and vote to
cut out either of them. You might cut
out some of these things that are put in
the Department of Agriculture for the
last few years, but I venture when the
Interior appropriation bill comes in here
providing millions for the Skyline Drive,
down in the gentleman’s district, he will
be here to defend; but that could easily
be done away with in a time like this,

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, I move to
strike out the last four words.

Mr. Chairman, there are some things
that should be called to the attention of
the membership in connection with this
bill so that you may know just about
how it stands at the present time.

There were direct cuts below the Budg-
et of $1,994,000 and increases in reap-
propriations of $1,013,000, leaving a net
of a little less than $1,000,000 cut below
the Budget. But how does it stand as
compared with last year? The items of
soil conservation is reduced $49,000,000.
The parity payments item is increased,
according to the way I figure it, with the
contract authorization and full parity
payments, $140,000,000. The disposal of
surplus commodities item is reduced a
net of $91,000,000, when you take into
consideration the increased funds that
are available under the Tariff Act.

The Surplus Marketing Administration
is reduced $35,000,000, and the item for
loans in the Farm Tenant Act is reduced
$5,000,000. That leaves a nef reduction
of about $40,000,000. I might have left
out something, but not much.

There is a reduction of $90,000,000 in
the Rural Electrification Administration
loans, but that is not because of any dis-
position to curtail that item, but be-
cause the Priorities Board has made
such rulings that it makes it impossible
to spend more money than that.

All of these Farm Security Administra-
tion items are not to aid the farmer.
Neither are the farm tenant items.
When we come to those there should be
very careful and deliberate consideration
of the items and they should be thor-
oughly discussed, because it is about time
we got through fooling the farmers with
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measures of that kind that do not help
them,

Mr, MAY. Mr, Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. TABER. I yield.

Mr. MAY. There is one thing that oc-
curred that I think should be made clear.
That is the difference in the amount of
the appropriation as compared with the
independent offices appropriation bill,
when we take into consideration the fact
that there is more than $900,000,000 for
shipping and more than $600,000,000 for
the Veterans’ Administration in the in-
dependent offices bill. Now, what would
be the difference in the balance between
that bill and this one?

Mr. TABER. The trouble with this
bill from the standpoint of what is the
increase over last year is the fact that
there is that contract authorization for
parity payments, which will run from
$350,000,000 to $400,000,000, and it does
not show at all in the bill.

[Here the gavel fell,]

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, I move
to strike out the last five words.

Mr. Chairman, the subcommittee on
agriculture has worked for months and
has done a good job in writing this bill.
Someone, referring to the chairman of
the subcommittee, stated yesterday that
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TARVER ]
was the Joun Taeer of the Democratic
side, intimating that he was given to
conservatism and economy, given to
saving every dollar that he could prop-
erly save of the taxpayer’s money. The
gentleman from Georgia has done a good
job and he deserves our support. I do
not believe the House of Representatives
is in such an ugly mood that it will
thoughtlessly and without rhyme or rea-
son seek to balance the budget by op-
pressing and destroying the man with
the hoe. I do not believe you are going
to do it. Of course, there are many
things going wrong in the country.
There are many things that disturb and
distress us, but that is no reason why we
should endeavor to sabotage the program
of the farmer. He is in the lowest income
bracket but his work is of the highest
importance to the life of the world.

I would call to the attention of the
distinguished chairman of the Military
Affairs Committee, the gentleman from
Kentucky [Mr, May], the fact that while
the independent offices bill did contain
money for needed ships, it must be ad-
mitted that food and fiber produced by
the farmer is equally essential to the
winning of the war. I do hope and be-
lieve that the House of Representatives
will stand by this committee as a whole
and will enable us fo write a bill that will
carry on this program.

The gentleman from Virginia [Mr.
Wooprum] says that what the farmer
wants is to be let alone. Certainly the
farmer does not want the program for
which he has worked all these years de-
stroyed by this House in amendments to
this bill. He does want what he has built
up to be let alone and not torn down by
one fell stroke by those who are not
thinking straight and true in regard to
this vital program of providing the ma-
chinery for assisting the program for
producing the food and fiber of the
Nation.
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So I appeal to you, my colleagues, to go
along with a program that is of the great-
est importance to the national defense
and to the security of our Nation, and to
stand by this good and loyal committee
which brought in a bill $500,000,000 less
than the bill last year, and made numer-
ous cuts, some of which, perhaps, should
not have been made,

I am for economy. My voice has been
raised against waste and extravagance.
I well know that all we have as a nation
is at stake. I want to see further reduc-
tions made in this bill if they can be
logically made. But I protest the efforts
being made to destroy the program of the
farmer.

The farmer’s income is small, but his
contribution to the public welfare is tre-
mendous. He has never gone on strike
or demanded a short workweek. His
sons are on the battle fronts of the world.
The farmer must clothe and feed them if
we are to win.

Mr. KERR. Mr, Chairman, will the
gentleman yield.

Mr. MAHON. I yield.

Mr. KERR. Suppose we had let the
farmer alone in 1933, what would have
become of him?

Mr. MAHON. He would not be in the
position he is in today to do the job of
producing the food to win this war.

Mr. MAY. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MAHON. I yield.

Mr. MAY. In 1933 the farmer had no
prices for his products. The gentleman
does not mean to argue that if he is given
adequate prices for his product he is not
able to take care of himself ?

Mr. MAHON. He is able to take care
of himself, but there is an effort abroad
to interfere and to beat down the price
of agricultural commodities which we
have been seeking all these years to build
up. We have been working for parity
prices. We have been trying to raise the
price of the commodities on the farm,
and now there are those who are so short-
sighted that they are trying to destroy
that which we have given years and
billions of dollars to accomplish in this
country.

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr. COOLEY. Mr. Chairman, I move
to strike out the last word and ask unani-
mous consent to proceed for 5 additional
minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection,
it is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. COOLEY. Myr. Chairman, I be-
lieve that vegetables are vital to victory,
and I believe that if we will give the
farmer of America a square deal he will
give the people of the world a square
meal. I know that no Member of this
House will question my friendship for the
farmer. My record speaks for itself. I
have voted for every bill which has been
brought before this Congress in the inter-
est of American agriculture.

I want to commend and congratulate
the distinguished and able gentleman
from Georgia [Mr. Tarver] for his splen-
did efforts in trying to obtain and present
to the House as much information as
possible regarding one agency of the
Government, the Farm Security Admin-
istration. As a member of the House
Committee on Agriculture I regret very
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much that we have not been permitted
to legislate or to consider legislation
regarding the activities of that agency.
Following the enactment of the relief
bill in 1935, the $4,880,000,000 hill, the
President issued an Executive order, pur-
suant to the authority given to him in
that act, creating the Resettlement Ad-
ministration and appointed Rexford G.
Tugwell as Administrator, conferring
upon the Administrator very broad and
comprehensive powers. Later the Presi-
dent issued another Execufive order
which had the effect of further broaden-
ing those great powers which he had
theretofore invested in the Administra-
tor. As a result of that second Execu-
tive order the words “rural habilitation
and relief in stricken agricultural areas”
were inserted in the language conferring
authority upon the Administrator.

The first time that the House Com-
mittee on Agriculture or the House itself
considered any legislation with reference
to farm tenancy was a bill which was
enacted on July 27, 1937, which is known
as the Bankhead-Jones Farm Tenant
Act. At the time the committee was con-
sidering that bill it was brought to our
attention that Mr. Tugwell had em-
barked upon a very ambitious program
in the field of rural rehabilitation and
in an effort to curb the activities and
to liguidate some of the projects, the
House committee reported this bill which
was finally enacted into law in which ‘it
sought to bring about a liguidation of
some of the projects which had been
started by Mr. Tugwell, and provided in
section 43 with regard to resettlement
projects that the Secretary was author-
ized to continue to perform such of the
functions vested in him pursuant to Ex-
ecutive Order No. 7530 of December 31,
1936, as amended, and so forth, “as shall
be necessary only for the completion and
administration of those resettlement
projects,” rural rehabilitation projects
for rural resettlement purposes and land
development and land-utilization proj-
ects.

We believed at that time that an hon-
est effort would be made to liquidate
those projects and that nobody would be
audacious encugh thereafter to embark
upon similar projects.

It was one of the purposes of the
House in passing that bill to prevent the
Farm Security Administration from go-
ing into the real-estate business, from
buying and subdividing and reselling
farm property; but it was not long be-

fore we discovered that no real effort was

being made to liquidate the projects, but
that devices and schemes were being
arranged which enabled the Administra-
tion to defeat the declared purpose and
intention of the Congress and to con-
tinue its activities in buying large tracts
of land and subdividing them among
tenants,

‘We also provided in the bill I just re-
ferred to that the Administration could
not deal with private corporations. That
was done in section 46, which reads as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall be construed to
authorize the making of any loan or the sale
or other disposition of real property or other
interest therein to any private corporation
for farming purposes.
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Now, the Administration knew that it
had no right in law to acquire large
tracts of land or even to acquire title to
one single acre of land, yet out in Bates
County, Mo., they purchased from Lord
Scully of England 45,000 acres of land.

When I called the Administrator and
made inquiry regarding this transaction
I was advised that the land had been ac-
quired or that they were in the process
of acquiring it, and I called attention to
the fact he had no right to acquire title
to real property. He then advised me
he was not acquiring title but it was a
loan arrangement; that he was making a
loan to an association composed of
farmers. That association, of course,
was created by the Farm Security Ad-
ministration just to act as a “man of the
straw” to take title pending the execu-
tion of the plan to subdivide it. I think
the transaction involved a million dollars
and the title to the property was vested in
this fake organization or association. I
understand that even after they have
acquired the property and the transac-
tion has been consummated for this huge
tract of land consisting of 45,000 acres,
with more than 100 families now living
upon it and subsisting upon it, they have
only had six applications for homesteads.

Mr. MAY. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. COOLEY. Briefly.

Mr. MAY. I getfrom the gentleman’s
remarks that they not only ignored the
will of the Congress but actually violated
the law?

Mr. COOLEY. I am definitely of the
opinion that they have no authority in
law to do the things which they have
done Not only that, but they have actu-
ally acquired sugar plantations in Puerto
Rico for the purpose of subdividing, The
explanation given in the record is that
the owner of a large sugar plantation
wanted to subdivide it, and the indica-
tion is he did subdivide iv into small
tracts; but the fact is, I was told by
Dr. George Mitchell, of the Farm Security
Administration, that that matter was be-
ing handled by an interim option. I
asked what that was and who the per-
son taking the option was. I was ad-
vised it was one of the officers of the
Farm Security Administration who had
taken the option on this big sugar plan-
tation and the Farm Security Adminis-
tration was financing the deal.

Mr. Chairman, I charge the Farm Se-
curity Administration with having de-
liberately endeavored in almost every
conceivable way to defeat the intentions
of the Congress as expressed in legisla-
tion which has been enacted. They say
they have been advised by the Solicitor’s
office. Mr, Chairman, may I again say
that it is unfortunate that the legis-
lative committee has not been permitted
to legislate regarding this agency? The
fact is, I think the distinguished chair-
man of the subcommittee was rather
surprised when he asked Mr. Baldwin, the
Administrator, “Where is the basic law
which enables you to do these things?”
to discover that it was in appropriation
bills which had been reported by the
gentleman’s own committee.

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr. COOLEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent to proceed for 3 ad-
ditional minutes.
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The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
North Carolina [Mr. CooLEY]?

There was no objection.

Mr. COOLEY, Mr. Chairman, he was
told by the Administrator that the au-
thority was found in appropriation hills
which had been passed by the gentle-
man’s committee. That is the fact.

Here is another thing I want fo call
your attention to. The laws of this Re-
public favor freehold estates and fee-sim-
ple titles, but, unfortunately, the officials
of the Farm Security Administration do
not favor fee-simple titles but rather
leasehold titles. Down in North Caro-
lina, according to the record, they have
a communistic or cooperative farming
community and they have issued a lease
for 100 years, a lease to expire in 2042,
Did you approve that? Did I approve
that? Did anybody in the Congress know
that they were purchasing property with
taxpayers’ money and leasing it until
20427

Mr. PATMAN. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. COOLEY. Briefly.

Mr. PATMAN. The gentleman realizes
the fact that in the tenant-purchasing
provisions they encourage fee-simple
titles?

Mr. COOLEY. That is the creature
of Congress, that is the thing the Con-
gress did, and it is a thing I am proud
of having participated in. I believe it
has been free of criticism except perhaps
the criticism that the administrative ex-
pense has been too great. The tenants
will become home owners and they are
being assisted under that provision.

Mr. COX. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. COOLEY. I yield to the gentle-
man from Georgia.

Mr, COX. I think it pretty certain
that the committee is going to perform
an operation upon this agency; therefore,
the membership very greatly appreciates
the light the gentleman is turning on in
order that we may do a good job.

Mr. COOLEY. I thank the gentleman.
I want to call attention to one other
thing.

They have 12 families on a 1,557-acre
farm in North Carolina in which the
Government has an investment of $288,-
862.04, or an investment in excess of
$24,000 per man. We cannot rehabilitate
American agriculture if it requires an in-
vestment of $24,000 in each person that
we undertake to rehabilitate. There are
12 families operating this project. Each
family has a community of interest in the

100-year lease, in all the work stock, live-.

stock, and farm equipment and crops
grown upon the farm.

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. COOLEY. Iyield to the gentleman
from Minnesota.

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. The
gentleman will also recall that in our
committee the other day a gentleman
from the Department said it cost over
$30,000,000 to administer $125,000,000

- worth of land.

Mr. COOLEY. Yes. Perhaps I am
wrong, but if I understand the record,
$55,000,000 has been appropriated.

[Here the gavel fell.]
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Mr. TARVER. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that the gentleman
may proceed for 1 additional minute.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to
the reques. of the gentleman from Geor-
gia [Mr. TARVER]?

There was no objection.

Mr. COOLEY. Mr. Chairman, out of
that $55,000,000 apparently only $10,000,-
000 is available for grants, and, according
to my interpretation of the record, this
leaves $45,000,000 of the $55,000,000 that
will go for supervision, or wet-nursing,
or whatever you might wish to ‘call it.

Mr. TARVER. The gentleman has
misstated the figures. The amount esti-
mated for administration for the next
fiscal year is $7,150,000. If the gentle-
man will examine volume 6 of the justifi-
rations, on page 2 he will find in much
greater detail than I can give it now
complete information.

Mr. COOLEY. But you have an item
listed of farm and home management
assistance of $18,705,000

Mr. TARVER. There is also listed
rural rehabilitation loans for 1943,
$73,508,000, and rural rehabilitation
grants, as the gentleman has stated, only
approximately $10,000,000, or $9,850,000.

Mr. COOLEY. But investigation of
applicants is listed at $12,533,204, and
other items exclusive of loans and
grants make up an excess of $44,000,000,
which means that this huge sum is being
paid to white-collar workers, experts, or
what have you.

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Chairman, I won-
der if it may be possible in the interest
of expediting debate to get some agree-
ment as to further time to be consumed
before we read the next section. If gen-
tlemen would be willing to defer their
remarks until a later stage in the bill, I
would appreciate it.

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con-
sent that all debate on this paragraph
and all amendments thereto close in 20
minutes.

Mr. MONRONEY. Reserving the
right to object, Mr. Chairman, to which
paragraph is the gentleman referring?

Mr. TARVER. The one that has just
been read.

Mr. MONRONEY. Not the next one?

Mr. TARVER. No. It has not been
read yet. I can appreciate the fact that
gentlemen want to discuss certain fea-
tures of the bill, but it does not seem that
they should all want to talk at this par-
ticular time. They might defer their re-
marks in some cases until we reach the
subject matter in which they are inter-
ested. It seems to me that would be
proper. However, I do not want to im-
pose my wishes upon the Committee,
Unless we can limif debate to 20 minutes,
I think we may just as well not limit it
at all.

Mr SMITH of Ohio. Reserving the
right to object, will the gentleman state
specifically the paragraph to which he
refers?

Mr. TARVER. The one which has
just been completed.

The CHAIRMAN. The paragraph at
the bottom of page 8. It ends in line 21
on page 8.

The gentleman from Georgia asks
unanimous consent that all debate on
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this paragraph and all amendments

thereto close in 20 minutes. Is there ob-
jection?
Mr. HOOK. Reserving the right to

object, Mr, Chairman, I want to know
whether I am going to get 5 minutes in
this time.

Mr. TARVER. That is in the discre-
tion of the Chairman.

Mr. HOOK. Under the circumstances,
then, I shall have to object.

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Chairman, in view
of the evident willingness of the Commit-
tee to fix some limitation, I move that
all debate on this paragraph and all
amendments thereto close in 20 minutes.

The motion was agreed to.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr.
WASIELEWSKI],

Mr. WASIELEWSKI, Mr. Chairman,
in peacetime a battleship may carry a
number of comforts and fancy trim-
mings, but in wartime it must be stripped
of all except the machinery vital to war-
fare. A ship of state in peacetime, for
the comfort of its citizens, may carry a
number of worthy objects, but when in
war it, too, should strip itself to the bare
necessities required to gain victory.

About a year ago the Secretary of the
Treasury called upon us to cut non-
defense expenditures by at least $2,000,-
000,000 in order that our war effort may
be financed on a pay-as-you-go basis, as
far as poss'ble. To date we have not ac-
complished anything materially in that
direction, and it is high time we started.
According to the President, it is up to
Congress, and the people look to us for
leadership to that end.

1 appreciate that practically every
agency in the Government considers it-
self a part of the defense set-up. Maybe
it is related to the defense program in
some distant manner, but we should give
attention now only to those directly con-
nected with our war effort.

The people of the country are calling
upon us to streamline for the war effort
by cutting nondefense spending, by sus-
pending nondefense activities, We have
been insisting that industry forsake its
business-as-usual attitude. We have
called upon the people to make sacrifices,
to give their sons, and purchase Defense
bonds. But, have we, so far, made any
appreciable effort to curtail the Govern-
ment's spending-as-usual program? Un-
less we do something definitely and ma-
terially in that direction, we will find the
morale of our people adversely affected.
If the Government does not set a good
example, we cannot expect an all-out
effort from the people. Some substantial
reductions have been made in the agri-
cultural bill under consideration. Have
we cut it down to the bone so that some
of its employees may be used directly in
defense?

The bill before us provides for a num-
ber of very worthy activities, activities
which in peacetime might be in order,
but now we are at war, and it is our duty
to suspend for the duration those activi-
ties that are not vitally necessary for
our realization of victory.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Wisconsin
[Mr. Mugrayl,
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Mr. MURRAY. Mr. Chairman, I
should like to take this time to see if
I cannot bring a little order out of chaos.
First, we have two schools of thought:
One, as represented by the Bankhead
bill, says that if agricultural products
bring a parity price there is no reason
to dip into the United States Treasury
for a subsidy. The second school of
thought says that we will keep agricul-
tural prices down and then take the
extra money out of the United States
Treasury, and we will be able to have
the farmers under our thumbs and do as
we want to with them.

We also have two schools of thought,
insofar as food to win the war is con-
cerned: We have one school, as repre-
sented by Mr. Henderson, that says that
the way to protect the consumer is by
putting a ceiling on food products. This
is probably true, but with this program
goes no assurance that we are going to
have a continual supply of food for the
people of this country. The other school
of thought—with which I think most
thinking people will agree—is that the
best protection to the consumers of this
country is to have an abundance of pro-
duction. It is the safest course to fol-
low for the welfare of our country.

We are not going to get anywhere in
this food-for-war program until the time
comes that our farm organizaticns, our
Department of Agriculture, the Agricul-
tural Committees of the House and of the
Senate, and the other agricultural people
in this country, once and for all, decide
on what our war agricultural program
should be. Our agricultural organiza-
tions are very well agreed among them-
selves.

Our committee has had several confer-
ences with General Hershey lately ask-
ing his opinion in connection with labor
on the farms during the war. I say right
here and now that neither General
Hershey, nor any local draft board, can
be rightly subjected to any criticism until
the agricultural people themselves—yes;
until we as a Congress ourselves—have
a definite food program so that General
Hershey and the draft board can carry
it out; otherwise we are going to end up
in chaos. Our surpluses are being de-
pleted. We will face starvation in this
country if we follow false leadership in
this food program. We will have all
food rationed. The time has come when
I think we should take a little time, as
in the consideration of this bill today,
to try to analyze what effect these pro-
visions will have on the future of this
country.

For example, I think I am as familiar
as the average Member with the Farm
Security Administration. Ihavefollowed
their operations ever since they started.
But if you stand here today and vote to
abolish the Farm Security Administra-
tion, you must realize that you will be
leaving stranded two or three hundred
million dollars’ worth of loans scattered
all over the United States. We must
proceed with care, caution, and common
sense. We will be legislating against the
best interests of our rural people. Can
anyone deny that rural relief is not as
deserving of consideration as urban
relief?
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We must approach these problems in
a common-sense way or otherwise we are
going to end up by doing much more
harm than good.

[Here the gavel fell.]

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Texas [Mr.
PATMAN].

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Chairman, doubt-
less many mistakes were made in 1933,
1934, and 1935, but at least something
was attempted, something was done and,
generally, I think the country, and es-
pecially the farmers, profited by it. Mis-
takes were made in this whole rehabili-
tation program. I know that we must
concede it. Many of those mistakes have
been carried over from year to year, but
let us not condemn the whole adminis-
tration because certain mistakes were
made. In other words, do not take up
the exceptions and say that they repre-
sent the general rule, because they do
not.

Iam in accord with the views expressed
by the gentleman from North Carolina
[Mr. CoorEY] that is insofar as he says
he favors fee simple titles rather than
leasehold estates. I agree with him,
and if the Farm Security Administration
is abusing the laws of Congress by going
outside of the law and causing leasehold
estates to be established instead of fee
simple titles, we can, by a very simple
amendment, prevent that. So let us stop
the things that are bad rather than try
to condemn the whole thing which will
include many things which are good.

I know that the Tenant Purchase Act
is being administered in a splendid way
in my section of the country. I know
that there are many farmers who are
enabled to buy homes who would not be
privileged to buy them were it not for
that very constructive act of Congress.
Did you know that payments on tenant-
purchase loans are about the best that
this Government has #oday? I doubt
that payments on R. F. C. loans are as
good or payments from any class or group
as the payments are on the tenant-pur-
chase loans.

The Farm Security Administration was
criticized the other day because they ad-
vanced money to pay poll taxes. When
the farm is in Texas—I do not know
whether it is that way ir other poll-tax
Siates or not—you can pay your poll tax
without paying your property tax, but it
is a violation of law to pay your property
tax without paying you. poll tax. So
this agency we set up to help the farmers
pay their taxes where their security was
considered ample were in the position of
not being able to pay their property taxes
unless they did pay their poll taxes.
They were forced to pay their poll taxes
in many cases in order to pay the prop-
erty tax.

[Here the gavel fell.]

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Kansas [Mr.
REES].

Mr. REES of Kansas. Mr. Chairman,
the Secretary of Agriculture has recently
announced that farmers who have vol-
unteer wheat must plow it up or be
penalized in accordance with the farm
quota law. We have, in the Middle West,
thousands of acres of what is known as
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volunteer wheat. It appears now that if
permitted to ripen, it will be almost as
good as the planted crop. I am informed
it is estimated that this volunteer wheat
crop may amount to as much as six or
eight million bushels of wheat.

It just seems to me that a plan should
be worked out so that farmers will not
be required to plow under a prospective
crop of wheat or be penalized to the extent
of 50 or 60 cents per bushel.

Such a policy does not, in my judg-
ment, fit into our present-day program.
It does not belong in a peacetime pro-
gram and it certainly does not belong in
a wartime program. In fact, it does not
nake common sense.

At this very hour farmers are being
asked to produce more food and to con-
serve more of it and yet, in the same
breath, in order to comply with Govern-
ment rules and regulations, farmers are
ordered to plow up thousands of acres of
wheat or pay the penalties prescribed by
law. We are deeply concerned right now
because it is likely there will be a shortage
of farm help.

Mr. Chairman, there ought to be some
way by which this surplus wheat crop
may be saved. If it appears that it may
depress the wheat market a little, then
put it in storage until it is needed, be-
cause a time will come when we are going
to need it and we will need it badly. Let
the farmer, if he wants to do so, credit
it against his next year’s crop, that he
may not plant or that, if planted, might
be a failure.

Let him credit it against his soil-con-
servation payments and parity payments
to which he may be entitled, and further-
more, we should in any event let him feed
it to his livestock and poultry without
penalty payments.

Mr. Chairman, I do not see any excuse,
especially in view of the present situation,
for penalizing a farmer who feeds his ex-
cess wheat to his livestock. The Govern-
ment right now is emphasizing the great
need for beef, pork, pouliry, and dairy
products. Farmers are being asked to in-
crease these commodities in large
amounts. That being the case, one of
the least things that could be done is to
permit the use of this surplus grain for
livestock and poultry feed. All of the
‘Allied Nations of the world are looking
to us right now to furnish materials to
win the war. One of the most impor-
tant of these materials is food. Wheat
either directly or indirectly comprises a
great part of that food. You talk about
stock piles of war materials, a little stock
pile of grain is likely to be pretty impor-
tant in the months to come.

Mr. Chairman, it just cannot be right
when people in this country and through-
out the countries of the world are in dire
need of food when we, by rule or regu-
lation, destroy a little surplus that we
temporarily have on hand. Mr. Chair-
man, it is not less food we want, it is more
food.

Mr. Chairman, there was a time when
we gave credit to a farmer who grew two
blades of grass where one grew before.
It cannot be right that in view of the
world situation we should penalize the
farmer for doing that very thing.
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Mr. Chairman, the farmers of this
country are among the most loyal of the
American citizens. You can depend
upon them to do their part in the prose-
cution of this war.

Our farmers are willing and glad to
comply with the request that they in-
crease their efforts in the production of
food. All they ask is for a fair and decent
price for their products on the basis of
what they are required to pay for the
things they buy. They will do it under the
handicap of shortage of labor they will
work harder and they will work longer
hours in order to get the job done. Mr.
Chairman, it is my opinion that people in
all lines of work, everywhere, including
Government workers, industry, and labor,
are going to find it necessary in this very
crucial period ahead of us to make more
effort, to work longer hours, and to make
more sacrifice in the prosecution of the
terrible war in which we are engulfed.
We are going to find it necessary to tem-
porarily give up a good many of our
peacetime events in order to see to it that
our production is big enough and great
enough to provide the materials and
equipment that are going to be required
in the carrying out of the gigantic pro-
gram that is immediately ahead of us.

Mr. Chairman, along with this we are
going to need a better understanding as
well as a greater cooperation of effort in
order to reach the goal of efficiency that
is necessary at the present hour.

I plead for an understanding among
all groups of all kinds of every walk of life
in Amerieca for a combined effort in meet-
ing the greatest challenge that our coun-
try has ever experienced.

The Clerk read as follows:
OFFICE OF INFORMATION
BALARIES AND EXPENSES

For necessary expenses in connection with
the publication, indexing, illustration, and
distribution of bulletins, documents, and re-
ports, the preparation, distribution, and dis-
play of agricultural motion and sound pic-
tures, and exhibits, and the coordination of
informational work in the Department,
$400,144, together with such amounts from
other appropriations or authorizations as are
provided in the schedules in the Budget for
the fiscal year 1943 for such expenses, Which
several amounts or portions thereof, as may
be determined by the Secretary, not exceeding
a total of $189,691, shall be transferred to
and made a part of this appropriation, of
which total appropriation amounts not ex-
ceeding those specified may be used for the
purposes enumerated as follows: For per-
gonal services in the District of Columbia,
$555,801; for preparation and display of ex-
hibits, including cooperation with other bu-
reaus and offices of the Department, and with
Federal, State, county, municipal, and other
agencies, and State, interstate, international,
and other fairs or events held within the
United States, #70,832; for the preparation,
distribution, and display of motion and sound
pictures, including cooperation with Federal,
State, county, municipal, and other agencies,
$68,905: Provided, however, That if the total

.amounts of the appropriations or authoriza-

tions for the fiscal year 19043 from which
transfers to this appropriation are herein au-
thorized shall at any time exceed or fall
below the amounts estimated, respectively,
therefor in the Budget for 1943, the amounts
transferred or to be transferred therefrom
to this appropriation and the amount which
may be expended for personal services in the
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District of Columbia shall be increased or.
decreased in such amounts as the Director
of the Bureau of the Budget, after a hearing
thereon with representatives of the Depart=-
ment, shall determine are appropriate to the
requirements as changed by such reductions
or increases in such appropriations or au-
thorizations: Provided further, That when
and to the extent that In the judgment of
the Secretary of Agriculture agricultural ex-
hibits and motion and sound pictures relating
to the authorized programs of the various
agencies of the Department can be more ad-
vantageously prepared, displayed, or distrib-
uted by the Office of Information, as the cen-
tral agency of the Department therefor, addi-
tional funds not exceeding $300,000 for these
purposes may be transferred to and made a
part of this appropriation, from the funds
applicable, and shall be available for the ob-
Jects specified herein, including personal
services in the District of Columbia: Provided
further, That in the preparation of motion
pictures or exhibits by the Department, not
exceeding a total of $10,000 may be used for
the temporary employment, by contract or
otherwise, of specialists, technicians, and ex-
perts, without regard to the Classification
Act of 1923, as amended.

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Chairman, I offer
the following amendment, which I send
to the desk.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. DirxseN: Page
9, line 12, strike out “$555,891" and insert
“$455,891.”

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that the second
amendment, which I have sent to the
desk, dealing with the Office of Informa-
tion, be read at this time, and I shall ask
also unanimous consent that I may pro-
ceed for 10 minutes on both amend-
ments.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection,
the Clerk will report the other amend-
ment.

There was no objection, and the Clerk
read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Dirssen: Page

11, line 3, strike out “$1,500,000" and insert
“‘1’000'000"!

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from Illinois asks unanimous consent to
proceed for 10 minutes. Is there objec-
tion?

Mr. HOOK. Mr. Chairman, I reserve
the right to object, although I do not
expect to; but am I to understand that
certain Members are to be given as high
as 10 minutes and 15 minutes each
to explain their proposed amendments,
when other Members will get cut down
to 215 minutes?

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Chairman, cer-
tainly the subcommittee has not objected
to the gentleman speaking, and I am
sure that he will be able to get such time
as he requires. T am sure the House and
the gentleman will have an opportunity,
and I hope my colleague’s suggestion will
be agreed to.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Illinois?

There was no objection.

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Chairman, let me
say at the outset that the gentlemesn from
Georgia [Mr. Tarver] has done a splen-
did job as chairman of the subcommittee,
dealing with agricultural appropriations.
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He has worked hard and assidiously,
early and late, for 5 solid weeks, morn-
ings and afternoons. As I have said on
a previous occasion, I take off my hat to
him for his diligence. I think he is one
of the outstanding chairmen of the sub-
committees on the over-all Committee
on Appropriations. We differ and have
differed in committee at times. We have
differed on some of the items, but I pro-
pose in the main to support the decisions
taken by the chairman, except that I
think there are some matters of policy
on which there is a cleavage of opinion
and there are some items that I honestly
believe can be cut at the present time as
not directly conducive to the welfare of
the farmer. They do have some rela-
tionship to the farmer, but it is rather
remote, and probably at this particular
time we can dispense with these items.
That is particularly true of the two
amendments on the desk. The first one
is to strike out $100,000 oi the salaries
and expenses in the Office of Information,
and the second is to cut the item for
printing and binding $500,000. They
have 196 people working in the Office of
Information at the present time. Some
o. them are high salaried. It occurs to
- me that we are not going to win the war
with literature, and if these can be dis-
pensed with or curtailed at the present
time to the point where it will not seri-
ously affect this activity, then the Con-
gress in all conscience ought to adopt the
amendments,

The item of $55u,000 for the Office of
Information is expended for general in-
formational work, for publication con-
trol for the distribution of agricultural
information to the public. It includes
an item of $55,000 for the preparation
and distribution of agricultural informa-
tion to the press, and it occurs to me
that here is an item on which we can
all agree to some extent to some kind
of a cut, because it is only on these dis-
pensable things in which we can make a
cut. We can safely take $100.000 out of
this item, and very safely take $500,000
out of the item for printing and binding.
If gentlemen care to examine the proj-
ect statement which is included in the
hearings. you will find that $1,500.000-
plus transferred from other agencies in-
cludes $1,056,000 for job work. It in-
cludes a host of publications, such as
Agriculture in the Americas; that litile
blue folder called The Agricultural Sit-
uation; Annual Reports; the little dodger
called Briefly Speaking; Congressional
Documents; Consumers’ Guide; Crops
and Markets Bulletin; Experiment Sta-
tion Record; Extension Service Review;
Fire Contro. Notes; Farmers' Bulletin
Lists; Foreign Agriculture; Forest Fold-
ers; Inventories of Seeds and Plants Im-
ported; Instructions and Procedures for
Agricultural Adjustment; Administration
Journal; Agricultural Research; Monthly
Lists of Publications; R. E. A. Notes;
R. E. A, Instructions, Information, Serv-
ice, and Regulatory Announcements;
Soil Conservation Magazine; unnum-
bered publications; the Yearbook; Statis-
tical Yearbook. It also includes $170,000
for research technical bulletins and $395,-
000 for farmers’ bulletins and leaflets.
Surely, out of nearly $1,990,000 for publi-
cations, we can squeeze out $500,000, and
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we can squeeze out $100,000 from the sal-
ary and expenses account, and diminish
safely the 196 people who are now work=
ing in that activity.

If this money is saved, you can buy
two bombers and send them over to the
Philippines. The boys in the fox holes
of the Bataan Peninsula, according to
press reports, have been taking up a col-
lection of their own for the purpose of
buying a bomber. Well, let us help them.
Let us cut some of the money out of the
Office of Information. Let us dispose of
some of the printing and binding in this
rather perilous hour and save enough
money to send two bombers to the boys
in the Philippines.

I ask that you support both amend-
ments.

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr. TARVER. Mr, Chairman,I rise in
opposition to the amendments, and I ask
unanimous consent to proceed for 5 addi-
tional minutes.

The -CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Georgia?

There was no objection.

Mr., TARVER. Mr. Chairman, I ap-
preciate very deeply the kindly remarks
which the gentleman from Illinois [Mr.
DIrRSEN] has made on more than one
occasion concerning myself and the type
of service I have been able to render,
although I am unable to feel that his
commendation is justified. I have sim-
ply done as have all members of our sub-
committee, the best I could do within my
limited ability in dealing with some very
troublesome subject matters.

I have the highest degree of admira-
tion for the gentleman from Ilincis. In
my judement, he is one of the ablest
Members of the House. He is sincere.
He is conscientious. In endeavoring to
bring about the adoption of this amend-
ment making a very substantial reduc-
tion in the funds for the Office of Infor-
mation, which the amendment contem-
plates, he is undoubtedly acting in good
faith. Yet I feel the adoption of this
amendment would be a very grave mis-
take—a mistake which would possibly be
more injurious to agriculture than the
taking of a similar amount of money
from almost any other place in the hill
where it might be done. This is the edu-
cational service for agriculture. This is
the place where the farmers’ bulletins
are provided, the yearbooks are provided;
where exhibits are prepared for State and
county fairs, There are a multitude of
educational activities which are carried
on with the funds which are provided for
this informational work.

There has been a great deal of ridicule
in recent years of farmers’ bulletins.
Reference was made yesterday, possibly
simply as a matter of good humor and not
for the purpose of ridiculing the Office
of Information, to an alleged publica-
tion some years ago of a bulletin called
The Love Life of the Bull Frog. Now,
as a matter of fact, that canard was ex-
ploded years ago by Chairman Buchanan
of the full Committee on Appropriations,
who placed in the House Recorp material
showing that the publication in question
was not gotten out by the Department of
Agriculture at all, and was not circulated
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as a farmers’ bulletin. A great deal of
this ridicule which is heaped upon the
Department is similarly unjustified.

Some reference was made on yester-
day to the Department getting out bulle-
tins on the subject of Housekeeping Made
Easier, and some other subject matters
which would be of interest only to the
housewives of the country. While we
are endeavoring to help the farmers by
furnishing them with educational mate-
rials I would see no objection to furnish-
ing information, where we can do so, to
make a little easier the burden which is
being borne by the farmers' wives. I
send out these bulletins all the time in
my district, upon request. I have a dis-
trict which is largely agricultural. I
want to tell you another thing I do: I
have a mailing list of about 3,000 boys
and girls in my district between the ages
of 16 and 21. I write at least 1 letter
to each of those boys and girls every
year. I invite them to communicate
with me about publications of the Gov-
ernment which they may want. I send
out to them thousands of those publica-
tions, including publications of the De-
partment of Agriculture. Do not those
boys and girls have the right, if they
want to, to study the problems which are
related to the farms on which they are
living and where, in most instances, they
will continue to live? Is that something
that we ought to just undertake to cut
out arbitrarily?

There are places in this bill where you
can make cuts. Our committee has
pointed out some places where, in our
judgment, cuts could be made that we
did not feel justified in making because
the Congress had only recently, by legis-
lative action, expressed what appeared to
be its will as to a continuance of certain
types of appropriations. Those econo-
mies run into the scores of millions of
dollars—not just a comparatively small
amount. If what you want to do is save
money, may I not ask that you examine
carefully portions of the report which
deal with these subject matters in which
the subcommittee feels that economies
running into considerable sums might
well be effected? But please do not de-
stroy, hamper, or curtail the educational
service of the Department of Agriculture.

It may be true, and I feel that it is
true, that if we had facilities for care-
ful examination, finding out just where
economies might be effected, if we had
say 10 men representing the House of
Representatives who could at all times
be in touch with the operations of the
Department in Washington and in the
field, and find out what is being carried
on, we could effect economies and do it
upon a proper basis. I feel sure, as a
great many other Members do, that a
great deal of money is being wasted.
But when we come to economize I hope
that we will insist upon having the proper
evidence upon which to base economy, to
determine just what money is being spent
which ought not to be spent, and why,
and not make a general cut, based upon
nothing except our desire to economize.

Now, if you can secure & copy of the
volume of justifications relating to the
Office of Information I hope you will ex-
amine the numerous projects which are
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listed and to which a portion of the funds
available to this office are allotted. For
example, $100,000 is allotted to the Field
Information Service. Does the gentle-
man propose that any of his proposed
reduction shall be taken from that item?
He does not say.

Mr. RICH. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield? :

Mr. TARVER. Yes; I will yield.

Mr. RICH. Does not the gentleman
believe that when we make a reduction
on one of these appropriation bills that
the Department will use the reduced
amount for the best interest of the de-
partment? Would the Department nec-
essarily apply the entire reduction to one
item the gentleman might mention?

Mr. TARVER. Ido not agree with the
gentleman and I will state why, and in
saying this I am not any more critical of
the Department of Agriculture than I
would be of any other department of the
Government: Whenever you undertake to
make a general cut and let them appor-
tion it, they are not going to apportion it
to the reduction of personnel. They may
apportion it to the reduction of farmers’
bulletins or yearbooks, or something else,
but they are not going to drop anybody
from the rolls.

Mr. RICH. If the gentleman will
yield——

Mr. TARVER. No;
further at this time.

That is not said in a critical spirit, but
it is something we all know is true of
every department of the Government,
not merely the Department of Agricul-
ture. If therefore you are going to effect
a saving, I think you ought to point out
what you expect them to discontinue,
what you expect them to curtail. Take,
for example, the list of projects under
printing and binding. There are 27 or
28 of them. They cover everything from
the Consumers’ Guide, to which the gen-
tleman has made reference, to the pro-
duction and printing of the yearbooks,
insofar as that work is done in the De-
partment, and various items of statistical
information. They also cover the farm-
ers’ bulletins, and th2 production and
printing of farmers’ bulletins. The vari-
ous amounts are stated in connection
with each project. Now, just what does
the gentleman want them to abandon?

Mr. MONRONEY. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. TARVER. 1 yield to the gentle-
man gladly.

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent to proceed for 1 addi-
tional minute in order to answer the
gentleman’s question.

Mr. MONRONEY. Since the gentle-
man is on that page in the estimates,
matters that we do not have access to,
could the gentleman advise the House as
to the total cost of the preparation, pub-
lication, and printing of the Agricultural
Yearbook? I have been unable to find
it in the hearings.

Mr. TARVER. The estimate for 1943
for the Agricultural Yearbook in this
statement is $25,000. That is the ex-
pense item for this purpose, carried in
this hill.

1 do not yield
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I may say to the gentleman, inasmuch
as he says this information is not acces-
sible to him, that it is accessible to him
or to any other Member of the House.
Any Member may have access to these
volumes, six in number, I believe, con-
taining justifications considered by the
committee in connection with this bill,
if they so desire. They are lying here
on our desk. They have been in the
committee room, and anybody who wants
to examine them is at perfect liberty to
do so.

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr. RICH. Mr. Chairman——

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose
does the gentleman from Pennsylvania,
a member of the committee, rise?

Mr. RICH. In support of the amend-
ment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. RICH. Mr. Chairman, this coun-
try is at war. It is going to be necessary
for every Member of Congress.to do
everything he can to economize in the
regular appropriations. If I understood
the gentleman from Georgia correctly,
he said it would cost $25,000 to publish
the Yearbook.

hétr. TARVER. The gentleman is cor-
rect.

Mr. RICH. As I understand it, each
Member of Congress gets 400 Yearbooks.
That means that more than 160,000
copies of the Yearbook are published.
Does the gentleman mean to tell me they
are published for $25,000?

Mr. TARVER. Yes; I do. I wish the
gientleman would examine the justifica-
tion.

Mr. MONRONEY. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. TARVER. I yield.

Mr. MONRONEY. According to the
hearings the total number of Agricul-
tural Yearbooks printed is 247,000. I
just cannot conceive that this gigantic
production costs no more than $25,000.
I am sure there must be some mistake
or misunderstanding.

Mr. RICH. The gentleman from
Georgia must be wrong.

Mr. TARVER. I am glad the gentle-
man finds the Department of Agriculture
is so much more- economical than he
thought it was.

Mr. RICH. The gentleman has re-
ferred to certain statistics, but I venture
the assertion that when the item comes
to tne Printing Committee we shall
find tnat the gentleman from Georgia is
wrong in that statement.

Mr. TARVER. I want to give the gen-
tleman the opportunity to examine this.

Mr. RICH. The gentleman has a jus-
tification here that states it will cost
$25,000. Later we will find out from the
Public Printer whether these figures are
wrong. They must have misinformed
the gentleman from Georgia.

Mr. MONRONEY. Is that not the
figure for the Office of Information and
not the figure for the printing and bind-
ing?

Mr, RICH. I do not know what they
mean here, but I do know that you can-
not publish that many books with the
number of pages that these books have
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in them for $25,000. I am not gullible
enough to think that that can be done.

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts, Will
the gentleman yield?

Mr RICH. I yield to the gentleman
from Massachusetts.

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts., May
I ask the gentleman why they charge the
farmer a dollar a book if the Department
can print them for that amount?

Mr. RICH. Well, there are a lot of
things this Congress does and no one
seems to understand. Here is the point
we have to get to right now. The gen-
tleman from Illinois has offered an
amendment here to cut down this print-
ing bill. Certainly we can cut the print-
ing bill of all these Government depart-
ments in half and it will not interfere
with the farmers of this country at the
present time. The farmers will be glad
to cooperate in cutting down the expense
of the regular appropriations of Govern-
ment because the farmers are patriotic
people, they are good citizens and they
want to see this country win the war.
We cannot win it if we are going to go
ahead and by these regular appropria-
tions for Government departments spend
the money that we are spending. It
just cannot be done. And where are
you going to get the money? It is up to
us to economize.

Mr. MICHENER. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. RICH. I yield to the gentleman
from Michigan.

Mr. MICHENER. Am I correct when

I say that the Agricultural Yearbooks

for this year were not printed in the Gov-
ernment Printing Office at all, but are
printed under contract—a bid contract—
in Tennessee? If that is correct we
should not have all this dispute about
what the books cost. The figures should
be immediately available.

Mr. RICH. We will get this informa-
tion for you befor. the day is over, or
we will see if we cannot get the infor-
mation and tell you where the books are
printed, how many are being printed, and
what it is going to cost.

Mr., TABER. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. RICH. I yield to the gentleman
from New York.

Mr. TABER. My understanding is
that the getting up of the books cost
$25,000, but that the printing cost is
nearer $250,000. That is what the hear-
ings show, as I understand.

Mr. RICH. I just learned that 45,000
volumes of this Yearbook were pub-
lished outside the Government Printing
Office and that the cost of 246,000 vol-
umes using over 1,000,000 pounds of pa-
per was about $150,000.

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr. MONRONEY. Mr. Chairman, I
move to strike out the last three words.

Mr. Chairman, I am sure the distin-
guished chairman of the Appropriations
Committee will try to get us the absolute,
definite information on the total cost of
the preparation of the Yearbook, which
was my question to him. It is my under-
standing that it exceeds even the $200,000

© and more nearly approaches $600,000, but
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I have not a definite figure to give the
House.

I want to support the amendment
offered by the gentleman from Illlinois
[Mr. Dirxsen]. I believe he is proceeding
in absolutely the right direction. The
gentleman has offered an amendment
which would cut this item $10,000 more
than I had anticipated reducing the item
for the Office of Information by an
amendment I had planned to offer. If
you will add up the sums made available
to the Office of Information without the
reduction proposed by the gentleman
from Illinois [Mr. DIrseN], you will find
that the paragraph carries authority to
spend $979,731. Now, that is pretty big
money for a press agency. They will
employ 170 for the coming year and em-
ployed last year 210.

The distinguished chairman of the
Appropriations Committee told us how
hard they worked in preparation of these
farm bulletins, yet the pages of his own
committee hearings show rather plainly
that the total number of bulletins pre-
pared last year by this Department were
only 41 new bulletins. The rest of the
bulletin business is mailed out. Those
bulletins, according to testimony before
the committee headed by the gentleman
from Georgia [Mr. Tarver], continue
largely without change from year to year.
This famous housekeeping bulletin that
was mentioned here as being of such great
value, according to a page in the com-
mittee hearings, was revised in the
twenties and has not been revised since.

Mr. Chairman, we are going to have to
dig into appropriations, look into every
one of them, and try to find where we
can secure reductions. Any newspaper-
man will tell you that the newspaper
publicity from the Department of Agri-
culture is not worth the paper it is
written on. We can reduce this $100,000,
and the farmers of America will not
suffer one single bit.

May I call your attention to the fact
that in this information section there is
a travel-expense item of $29,200. To
illustrate how these items have a habit
of increasing, may I mention that this
same Department spent in 1941 a total
of only $4,091 for travel. There is an in-
crease of seven times in 2 years so far as
the travel fund is concerned. A hundred
thousand reduction as proposed so far
as the Office of Information is concerned
will help eliminate some of this travel
fund that has been going into this bill.
I hope the committee sees fit to support
the amendment offered by the gentle-
man from Illinois [Mr. DIRKSEN].

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr. WHITTEN. Mr. Chairman, I
move to strike out the last four words.

Mr. Chairman, as one of the newer
Members here I have tried to be seen
and not heard frequently since becoming
a Member of this House, My attention
has been called in this bill and others
to the fact that on each occasion when
amendment is offered to reduce any ap-
propriation the distinguished chairman
of the committee immediately will say,
“Well, reduce somewhere else, but not
here and now.”

It so happens in this particular mat-
ter that it has been called to our atten-
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tion that we should not cut down the
educational program of the Department
of Agriculture, that these items for which
the gentleman from Illinois has offered
his amendment have to do with the
printing and publication of pamphlets,
yearbooks, and things of that sort which
go to the farmers of our country.

I may say to the distinguished subcom-
mittee here that certainly we can cut out
some of those pamphlets and some of
those yearbooks, for this reason. My
information is that we intend to have an
army of about 7,000,000 men, who are
going out of this country as far as par-
ticipating in farming is concerned. Cer-
tainly one of the boys with General Mac-
Arthur in the Philippines does not need
the distinguished gentleman from Geor-
gia to send him a pamphlet on agricul-
ture at this time.

I have been sending out these pam-
phlets and these yearbooks to the folks in
my section, and I dare say that there is
not a man who has received one of those
pamphlets or yearbooks who would not
be glad to use the same old book again
next year and do without a new one if
he could see this Congress bear down and
reduce some of the items as we go along
the trail. He is going to use last year’s
automobile and last year's tires; he is
going to farm with last year’s old tractor
and last year’s mules. I say fo you that
now is a mighty sorry time for this Con-
gress to spend the money of these people
trying to educate them how to farm, when
we are taking out of farming operations
so many people who will not have time to
use educational facilities. They are not
going to have time to try cut a new type
tractor because that new invention is
going into the armed service.

In the consideration of this bill, let
us consider a reduction of each item as
we come to it, because if we do not do
that we will be through with the bill and
there will be no chance to reduce.

It was said here awhile ago by the dis-
tinguished chairman of this subcommit-
tee that what is sauce for the goose is
sauce for the gander, or the other way
around, I believe it is. It is high time
that we show the people of our Nation
that we are going to cut out some of this
sauce for any gander.

Something I have found—I think I
have found—in the short time I have
been in this Congress is that the gentle-
man's statement that no department of
this Government is going to cut down
personnel is accurate. It appears to be
true. I say that any department in this
Nation, unless it is the War Department,
the Navy Department, or an agency
closely connected with national defense,
that is not willing to cut down the per-
sonnel in that department certainly is
not patriotic, and this Congress needs to
do something about it. Each two men
in my section are doing the work that
three men did last year, and I dare say
that each Member of this Congress is
doing the work that two Congressmen
did 2 years ago or 3 years ago. It is high
time for this Congress to determine who
is running the country, whether it 1s
these departments that refuse to cut
their personnel during this time of emer-
gency when men are needed in other
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fields, or whether it is the Congress. I
am inclined to the belief you will find
that the departments are running this
Government.

Mr. JOHNS. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. WHITTEN. I yield to the gentle-
man from Wisconsin.

Mr. JOHNS. I was very glad to hear
the gentleman make this splendid talk
with reference to the farmer. I think we
can cut some of these departments about
75 percent. If these experts want jobs,
we can find jobs for them on the farms
of this country, and they do not need to
work for the Government at $3,800 a
year.

Mr. WHITTEN. The same thing is
true in my section, I may add.

May I say further that as far as I
know, despite the great hardships that
are being placed on the farmers in my
section and the small business men, there
is not one who is not glad to face the sit-
uation and accept what this Government
is giving him, provided this Congress
will demonstrate that it, too, is ready to
cut down nonessential spending. De-
spite the restrictions on getting ma-
chinery parts and machinery, the re-
strictions on labor and the other restric-
tions we are placing on these men, and
the automobiles and tires that are taken
away from them, I have not yet had a
complaint. They are glad to contribute
their part. Let us contribute ours.

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr. HOOEK. Mr, Chairman, I move to
strike out the last word.

Mr. Chairman, it has been well said
that a well-informed people is the best
security for America. It is also true that
a well-informed farmer is the best secu-
rity for America.

I have sat for 7 years on the Commit-
tee on Agriculture. Yes, I have some
agriculture in my district. The great
iron-ore mines and the great copper
mines are there. Was it the copper
miner who came here and asked to take
agriculture out of the dumps, that asked
for parity payments, that asked for sub-
sidies? Was it the iron-ore miner? Was
it the great industrial area of Detroit?
No, it was the farmer of Michigan and
the farmer of every State in the Union
that came here when the country was
running riot and wild and asked us to
help him. We as a Congress did help
him. I can safely say that in the 7 years
I have been on the Committee on Agri-
culture I know that the farmer has been
helped. The income of the farmer has
been increased.

There is one thing you must remem-
ber. 1t might be good politics not to op-
pose but to go 100 percent down the line
for every direct War or Navy appropria-
tion and fight to the limit any other ap-
propriation, but it is wrong economy.
It is not the kind of economy that will
win this war. If you are going to win
this war, you will have to place in the
bellies of the soldiers and the people of
this Nation the food necessary to keep
them going. You must do this as well as
produce hombers.

It was said on the floor of the House
that the boys in MacArthur’s outfit were
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collecting money to buy a bomber. Iun-
derstand that General MacArthur says
that is not true. It is propaganda, prop-
aganda that is being spread throughout
this Nation, to the effect that the farmer
and those who are trying to help the
farmer are not participating directly in
the war program.

During the 7 years I have served on
the Committee on Agriculture I have
heard from the mouths of every one of
them, and they are sincere, that our pro-
gram should have as its ultimate goal a
family-sized farm for more individuals,
to bring to the individual farmer a fam-
ily-sized farm that he can operate. This
will be the basis of a really democratic
Nation, a basis upon which to build ac-
tual democracy, instead of going toward
the end of building up the commercial or
the industrial farmer.

I assure you that the members of the
Committee on Agriculture are studying
that and trying to do everything they
can along that line, each and every one
of them.

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr. HOOK. Mr, Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent to proceed for 5 ad-
ditional minutes.

The CHAIRMAN (Mr, Nicuors). Is
there objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Michigan?

There was no objection.

Mr. HOOK. I can assure you that
each and every one of them is endeavor-
ing to help the family-sized farm opera-
tor and to make landowners out of ten-
ants, but there seems to be the thought
that if you strike from this bill the pro-
visions for the Farm Security Adminis-
tration you will help the small farmer of
this Nation. The Farm Security Ad-
ministration has helped the small farmer
of this Nation.

It was set up for and is providing help
to the low-income farmer, and if you are
going to have an increase in production
in this Nation, you are not going to get it
from the commercial or the large indus-
trial farmer. You are going to get it by
helping the small farmer, and if the
small farmer had been given the proper
help last year, here are some of the esti-
mates of the Bureau of Economics on the
proportion of increase in war production
of food. The low-income farmers could
have produced, if they had been reached
by the special credit program earlier in
the year, 16 percent of the increase in
milk, 35 percent of the increase in pork
and lard, 40 percent of the increase in
eggs, 12 percent of the increase in pea-
nuts, 6 percent in the increase of sugar
beets, 17 percent of the increase in soya
beans, 46 percent of the increase in to-
matoes for canning, and 97 percent of the
increase in gardens. Remember that
this huge production of vital war foods
should have come from the low-income
farmers who today are standing idly by
without resources, without credit, with-
out guidance, and unable to participate
in the defense of democracy if you strike
out the Farm Security Administration
program.

Mr. KEEFE. Mr, Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?
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Mr. HOOK. I yield to the gentleman.

Mr. EEEFE. The gentleman has indi-
cated, and I agree, that the farmer is in
a better economic condition today than
he has been for some considerable period
of time.

Mr. HOOK. That is right.

Mr. KEEFE. And the gentleman in-
fers that some portion, perhaps, of that
economic security has been provided as
a result of legislative enactment of cer-
tain laws by this Congress.

Mr. HOOE. That is right.

Mr. KEEFE, Will the gentleman indi-
cate to what he ascribes the increase in
the price of farm commeodities that the
farmer is enjoying at the present time?

Mr. HOOK. To our Triple A program
and the ever-normal granary.

Mr. KEEFE. Does the gentleman con-
cede that the demand of the foreign
countries arising out of the war effort has
played a large part in the rise in the price
of farm commodities?

Mr. HOOK. That has played its pro-
portionate part; but if it were not for the
program set forth we would not have had
the fine, healthy condition of agriculture
in this country today.

Mr. KEEFE. Will the gentleman
answer another question?

Mr. HOOK. Yes.

Mr. KEEFE. The gentleman concedes,
I assume, as one who has served upon
the Committee on Agriculture, that today
we are faced with a situation where we
must have increased production of food?

Mr. HOOK. That is right.

Mr. KEEFE. Or we will be faced with
the shortages that are prevalent through-
out the world?

Mr. HOOK. That is right.

Mr. KEEFE. Does the gentleman
agree with me that as a part of the pro-
gram to achieve that production we must
assure to the farmers of this country a
fair price, first, for their products?

Mr. HOOK. Correct; a fair price.

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr. HOOK. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent to proceed for 2 ad-
ditional minutes,

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Michigan?

There was no objection.

Mr. KEEFE, If the gentleman will
permit, I would like to ask this question:
Do I understand that the gentleman still
is partial to the program of economic
scarcity by which we sought to raise
prices?

Mr. HOOK. Let me answer the gen-
tleman there. If it were not for the
program of Triple A, today you would not
have had your soil conservation and you
would not be in position to grow two
blades of grass where one grew before.
Those acres that were taken out of pro-
duction, those acres that were conserved,
those acres that were built up, now stand
as a great reservoir to meet the increase
in production that is called for by the
Government and which the farmer
should make in order to produce for the
world.

Mr. KEEFE. Does the gentleman be-
lieve that those acres that have hereto-
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fore been taken out of production and
the fertility of which have been restored
under the soil-conservation program, to-
day, in the face of the demand for in-
creased production, should be put back
into production?

Mr. HOOK. Oh, if they are needed for
{.}he li;a.lv.'a.t,u:arl of this Nation, yes; put them

ack.

Mr. KEEFE. Does the gentleman’s in-
formation indicate, as a member of the
Committee on Agriculture, the necessity
for employing in this country every pro-
ductive acre of land in order to provide
food surpluses to guard against the pos-
sibility of the inflationary tendency that
the President and everyone else has
pointed out as being imminent?

Mr. HOOK. It is my understanding
that that problem is going to be reached,
and it is my understanding that we are
now in position, today, to se those fa-
cilities when they are needed.

Mr. KEEFE. The gentleman agrees,
does he not, that, as a matter of plain
economics, you never can have dangerous
inflation in the prices of farm commodi-
ties so long as you have a real surplus?

Mr. HOOK. Right; and I believe an
economy of abundance is the greatest
economy for democracy.

Mr. I am glad to hear the
gentleman say that.

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. Mr.
Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word.

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield to me to submit a unan-
imous-consent request?

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. I yield.

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that all debate on
this paragraph and all amendments
thereto close in 15 minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Georgia?

There was no objection.

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Chairman, before
the gentleman begins, will he yield to me
for a moment?

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. Yes.

Mr. DIRKSEN. I think, in view of all
the collecquy that we have had, we ought
to call attention to the fact that there are
two amendments pending, one to strike
out $100,000 from salaries in the Office of
Information, and the other to reduce the
printing and binding item by $500,000.

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. Mr.
Chairman, let us get back to the proposal
that is immediately before the Commit-
tee. There was a time in the early days
of my service in this body—and, by the
way, I am beginning today on my twen-
tieth year—back in the days of prohibi-
tion, when any man who dared to get up
on the floor of this House and raise his
voice or hand in any way touching pro-
hibition appropriations, or anything re-
lated to that same subject, was immedi-
ately labeled in league with the brew-
ers and the bootleggers and the people
who wanted to tear down the act. So
it is tcday. Anyone who suggests that
in this emergency—and I do not believe
we really realize yet that we are in an
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awful fix in this country—anyone now
who suggests that we might cut off a few
things here and there with which we
might well do in normal times, he is
labeled as being against the farmer.
Gentlemen say that agriculture is im-
portant. Of course it is. It is just as
important to feed a man as it is to put
a gun in his hands, but you cannot feed
him on farm bulletins, or on these ex-
perts down here getting up information
in Information Service.

Mr. JENNINGS. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. I have
not the time. We are right at this time
in the midst of combing the Government
departments to see where we can get
personnel out of these various depart-
ments not engaged in war effort, and put
them in the war game. Here is where
you can get them. You can get them
out of these departments, and you can
take literally thousands of these super-
visory-management-nuisance agents off
the road that are traveling all the time,
around the country, telling the farmer
what to do. There were times when
agriculture was depressed, and when it
was necessary to send people out to help
the farmer. He could not walk, he could
not stand up; but today, all the farmer
needs is to have some ground, and to put
some seeds in the ground, and then that
nobody should get in his way. That is
all you need to have. Take the obstacles
and the obstructions out of the road and
let him work, and you need not worry
about American agriculture or the farm-
ers, they will take care of themselves and
they will feed the world, as they will have
to feed the world. There is no reason
why in these bureaus in the Agricultural
Department, and in every other depart-
ment in this terrible emergency we can-
not spare and pinch and economize a
little. In every bill that has come before
this committee, the independent offices
appropriation bill, the deficiency appro-
priation,bill, we have cut personnel and
we have cut travel, and we have cut com-
munications, and have even suggested
working longer hours to do everything
we could to cut nonessential expenditures
in order to divert every penny we have
and every ounce of manpower into war
work. And there is no reason why we
cannot now today, as I hope we will, cut
out some of these things without any loss
to the farmer or any loss to his impor-
tance in this emergency.

Mr. LEAVY. Mr. Chairman, as a
member of the subcommittee that has
participated in the writing of this bill
and spent long hours in hearings, it is
not only right and proper, but I feel it
my duty to defend the bill as written.
The committee has no feeling at all
against any Member who wants to at-
tack the bill or reduce it in any particu-
lar. That is both the privilege and the
duty of every Member, if he believes
that he can by such an attack betier
the bill; but every Member of this House
must recognize this fact: Even though he
has served here only a few months;
_ that is, when a complex piece of legisla-
tion—and this is a complex piece of leg-
islation—is written, it must be written in
the first instance by a committee, and
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if the committee has conscientiously
spent days and weeks and months in
writing a bill, and then he must confess
that he cannot say that they know they
are right in detail on every item, surely
no Member unless he sees fit to make a
study of a particular item, should ask an
increase or reduction to it and be given
serious consideration.

Mr. MONRONEY. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. LEAVY. No; I have not the time.
As to these cuts proposed by a member of
the subcommittee who participated
faithfully in the writing of this bill, per-
haps he is right. I do not think he is.
He presented his arguments to the com-
mittee, and we voted them down, and
while the matter was not presented in
detail to the full committee of nearly 40
members, still the full commiitee 0. K.’d
the bill as a whole.

Let me show you what this would mean.
First, remember this: This bill for the
American farmer is cut 33'5 percent—
one-half billion below what it was last
year. When we take the transfers, this
item is cut perhaps $150,000. Now it is
proposed to make a 20-percent further
cut in the Office of Information, and a
3314 percent cut in the matter of printing
and binding. The break-down indicates
that the printing and binding in the De-
partment of Agriculture here in Wash-
ington, in order tc meet the needs of this
great agéncy and twenty-five or thirty
million people engaged in agriculture,
runs over a million dollars itself. If you
cut half a million off of it, you would
have nothing left for bulletins, for in-
formation, and about 6,000 extension
agents thronghout the United States, to
get information to them; for yearbooks,
and all of these other items. Now, do
you want to do that?

I make these statements to point out
to you how extremely difficult it is to
arrive at a conclusion that you are doing
the right thing, by either increasing or
decreasing appropriations, unless you
heve made a full understanding of the
stbject matter.

I do not care how congested the city
ropulation which you may represent, I
do not care what the background of your
constituency may be, I assert that no
man or woman in this House but must
concede, that in our social order in these
United States of America, agriculture is
the most fundamental of all the callings
we have. We could not equip or prepare
an army, we could not maintain it in the
field without agriculture. Agriculture is
making its contribution beyond that of
all those of my profession or any other
group in America. This is a service to
the farmers, that you are diminishing, in
a critical time, when you make these
unwise reductions.

[Here the gavel fell.]

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Michigan [Mr,
CRAWFORD].

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Chairman, I
have gathered from the committee’s
table the record of the names and ad-
dresses of those farmers who have
received $1,000 or more in connection
with the agricultural program. My at-
tention was called to this by the remarks
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of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr,
Hooxk].

In looking over this schedule I find
that in the State of Michigan there are
listed nine farm operators who received
as much as $1,000, and one of those, the
American Life Insurance Co., drew about
40 percent of the total amount listed,
probably received on their collective
farms.

Michigan stands right at the bottom
on this proposition, while some States
have as high as five hundred to a thou-
sand farmers listed here who drew those
large checks,

One other point: The Department of
Agriculture has just informed me that
for the House they are having printed
177,200 copies of the Yearbook, for the
Senate 54,450, for the Department of
Agriculture 15,000, or a total of 246,650,
;.inltddt.hat the costs are now being com-

eda.

Mr. HOOK. Mr., Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. CRAWFORD. I decline to yield.
I have a letter from an important
newspaper publisher, who makes this in-
teresting comment:

In any controversy Involving organized
labor 1 am sorry to say that I believe there
are very few dailies willing to express their
honest views because of the possible unfa-
vorable reaction among labor groups in their
own fleld. In fact, a daily publisher told
me this last Friday. It is, of course, easy for
them to continue to ride the farmer for at-
tempting to protect himself in the matter
of increasing living costs but 1 have yet to
see in a metropolitan newspaper a frank and
fair discussion of the wartime labor practices
and thelr relation to agricultural demands,

Incidentally, I think the farmers of
this country have fed us, the parasites,
for the last 15 or 20 years, at about a
billion dollars loss per annum. For
4 or 5 months they have had, approxi-
mately, parity. When the housewife goes
to the market today and finds one item
on which she has to pay 145 percent of
parity, she ccndemns agriculture gener-
ally and forgets that she is buying a great
many items today considerably below
parity.

So I am not too excited about how
much the farmer is getting for his labor
or how much he is digging the pocket-
books of the American people today, for
the farmer is certainly entitled to full
parity of price.

Mr. HOOK. Mr, Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. CRAWFORD. I decline to yield.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Oregon [Mr.

'PIERCE].

Mr. PIERCE. Mr. Chairman, I do not
feel like making a real speech today, but
I do want to call the attention of the
membership to the very careful and well-
informed remarks of the gentleman from
Washington, Judge LEavy, a member of
the committee which handled this bill.
It is one of the last speeches he will make
in this House, because he is going to the
Federal bench.

He certainly told us some real facts,
He is one of the Members who has given
most careful consideration and investi-
gation to this bill. He called attention
to the fact of the large decrease already
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meade in this bill as presented by the gen-
tleman from Georgia, Judge TarveRr, and
his committee.

I think it is very ill-advised for those
Members who have come recently to pro-
pose amendments to acts with which they
are practically unfamiliar, and the effect
of which they are not in a position to
determine. They are not informed on
the legislative history of the fight that
we have made during the last 9 years to
bring the farmer up halfway to a bright
day. We remember, some of us, the con-
ditions back in 1933 and 1934. It is the

_legislation that has been put through
this House that has brought the moder-
ate degree of -rosperity that the farmer
now has. The industrial East shares
this farm prosperity.

I am going to vote with the Appropria-
tions Committee. I sincerely hope that
this Committee of the Whole will vote the
bill as presenied for I think it is the re-
sult of honest, hard intelligent study,
after complete hearings.

I am sure that to cut out the Farm
Security Administration or seriously to
cripple it will do great harm. I cannot
understand how we of Oregon could have
taken care of the thousands who came
out of the Dust Bowl, given them a start
in life as we have, if we had not had the
Farm Security Administration. Out of
their broken lives the F. S. A. has made
ambitious and hopeful small farmers.
They lent them a few dollars; they pot
them a little land, and they helped them
commence gardening and raising suzar
beets and other irrigation crops. They
successfully rehabilitated thousands. The
F. 8. A. has done great and constructive
work in the Pacific Northwest. Any de-
nial of financial resources to this helpful
organization will be a blow to the under-
privileged. The type of credit offered by
P, 8. A. is an essential part of our na-
tional system of farm finance and it does
not duplicate the work of any other
agency. I have received quantities of
letters from farmers I have long known
in Oregon, not just migrants, telling of
definite benefits derived from the activi-
tiesof the P. S. A,

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Chairman, I
move to strike out the last word, and ask
unanimous consent to revise and extend
my remarks.

The CHATRMAN. Without objection,
it is so ordered.

There was no objection.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from Michigan is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Chairman, what
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Woobp-
rRUM]| said about economy is only too true.
We should have started our economy pro-
gram 5 years ago. Some of us tried to
do it but were not successful. While I
have many farmers in my district, I could

also claim it is an industrial district. It
is about equally divided between agricul-
ture and industry. I can go along and
vote for this cut.

The gentleman from Michigan [Mr.
Crawrorp] said that when the housewife
goes to market and finds that the price
has been advanced on some one food
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product she lays all advances in food to
the farmer. When the farmers in my
district send their eggs into the city of
Chicago the teamsters over there just
make them pay $50 for every truck that
goes in and $5 a month dues. For every
case of eggs we send, eggs which have
been inspected by the State and Federal
inspectors and sealed in the case within
12 hours before, we have been asked to
pay $1.10 to the union even though it
does not inspect an egg. Why not place
the responsibility for the increased cost
of food where it belongs? We do not like
to pay that tribute, that extra cost that
the union fellows are adding to all food
taken into the city for the privilege of
getting our foodstuffs onto the breakfast
tables of the city folks, but you fellows
will not support any amendment that
would relieve us from paying that tribute
to the unions. I wish the farmers would
organize and use some of the machinery
and procedure that is used by these
teamsters’ unions and let the folks in the
city go without their milk, their eges,
their butter, and fresh vegetables until
they got rid of the racketeers.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr, Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. HOFFMAN, I yield.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Is the gentleman
going to overlock the move in Detroit
now against their sending their livestock
into the ecity? ]

Mr. HOFFMAN. Sure. The team-
sters’ union has been pulling that racket
for some time. The only way farmers
can get livestock to the market in the
city of Detroit is to pay tribute fo the
teamsters’ union. If the farmer has a
truckload of cattle he cannot go there to
the stockyard and deliver them himself
to the jobber or retailer without being
held up. The people of Detroit who de-
pend on the farmers for their living
will not even see to it that he has the
right to use the streets of the city until
he has obtained a license from the union,
paid the union for the exercise of his
right to pass over the streets of Detroit.

The unlawful action to which the
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Craw-
Forp] just referred was brought to our
attention the last of January and again
early in February by two telegrams—the
trouble has been of long standing and
the pressure is increasing. The situation
calls for action on the part of Congress.
The action of these teamsters is raising
the cost of the living of the defense
workers by adding to the cost of food
and it is denying a market to the farmers.
The wires to which I refer are as follows:

January 31, 1942,
Representative CLARE E. HOFFMAN,
Washington, D.C.:

We have been requested to negotiate with
the Teamsters' Union, No. 837, at Detroit,
Mich., We have 71 employees eligible for
membership. These companies requested an
election, which was flatly refused by the
union and a strike threatened for Sunday
night. In order to determine for ourselves,
a fair, impartial election was held Saturday
morning with 59 against the union, 3 for, and
9 absent. A strike and violence is still threat-
ened for Sunday night, February 1. Approxi-
mately 80 percent of the livestock for the city
of Detroit passes through these yards, We
supply packing houses who deliver to Army
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camps and stations. Around 1,500 individual
trucks deliver livestock to this stockyard
weekly. Stopping these trucks will deprive
70,000 farmers of an outlet for their livestock.
We have no objection to dealing with a union
that represents our employees. We should,
however, not be coerced into forcing them
into a union they do not want.

A strike would tie up the meat supply of
the city of Detroit. Your efforts on our be-
half to prevent this catastrophe are urgently
solicited.

DEeTROIT LIVESTOCK ASSOCIATION,
J. J. Kmpon, President.

W. J. CHAMBERS, Secretary.
Brsaor Hammonp & Co.,

RIDLEY & MARSHALL,

MicHIGAN LivesTocK EXCHANGE.

FEBRUARY 2, 19432,
Representative CLARE E. HOFFMAN,
. Member of Congress:
Striking Michigan Livestock Exchange ex-
pect complete tie-up soon.
DETROIT LIVESTOCK ASSOCIATION,
J. J. Kmpon, President.
W. J. CHAMBERS, Secretary.

Mr. RICH. Does the gentleman know
that a truck driver who does not belong
to the C. 1. O. in New York cannot get
into the city?

Mr. HOFFMAN. Without paying
$8.41 if a small truck and $9.42 if a
large one. And the United States Su-
preme Court said Monday the law Con-
gress passed did not prevent that prac-
tice. Time we acted. Oh yes; and I
saw in the paper, that even the Army
cannot drive its own trucks through
certain districts in the city of New York
until it pays tribute to the union. Talk
about licking the Japs and the Germans.
Apparently this administration cannot or
will not lick union racketeers in the city
of New York who are levying tribute on
our citizens,

Mr. LAMBERTSON. Mr. Chairman,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HOFFMAN. Yes.

Mr. LAMBERTSON. Did the gentle-
man say that a farmer could not drive his
truck into Detroit? -

Mr. HOFFMAN. That is right, if he
seeks to deliver produce, until he pays
tribute to the union.

Mr. LAMBERTSON. Then you better
move out to Kansas City. They cannot
stop them out there., We live in a differ-
ent land.

[Here the gavel fell.]

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Michigan has expired.
All time has expired.

The question is on the amendment of-
fered by the gentleman from Illinois.

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that the amendment
may again be reported.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Illinois?

There was no cbjection.

The Clerk again read the Dirksen
amendment.

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that the two amend-
ments be voted on together.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr. Chair-
man, I shall have to objzct to that.

Mr, DIRKSEN. I have no objection,
because they relate to the same thing.
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Mr. MAY. Mr. Chairman, if they are
to be voted on jointly, I ask unanimous
consent that the other amendment be
again reported.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from Kentucky asks unanimous consent
that the other amendment be again re-
ported. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The Clerk again reported the second
amendment offered by Mr. DIRKSEN.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Georgia that the two amendments be
considered together?

Mr. MONRONEY. Mr. Chairman, I
object.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
the amendment offered by the gentleman
from Illinois on page 9, line 12.

The question was taken; and on a divi-
sion (demanded by Mr. TarvEr and Mr.
WHITE) there were—ayes 93, noes 56.

So the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I
offer an amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. 8mrT of Ohio:
Page 1, line 16, after “§70,832", strike out all
down to the colon following “$68,905.”

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. Mr, Chairman,
a parliamentary inquiry.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will
state it.

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. Mr. Chairman,
I understand there is another amendment
pending. Ido not want to interfere with
the action on that amendment, but I do
desire my amendment to be submitted
for vote after this other amendment has
been disposed of.

The CHAIRMAN. There is no other
amendment pending.

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Chairman, a par-
liamentary inquiry.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will
state it.

Mr. TARVER. The second Dirksen
amendment is still pending. There was
objection to voting on the two amend-
ments together.

The CHAIRMAN. The second amend-
ment, offered by the genfleman from
Illinois [Mr. DirkseN], is to another par-
agraph of the bill, namely, page 11. The
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SmiTH] is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Chairman, a fur-
ther parliamentary inquiry.

The CHAIRMAN. * The gentleman will
state it.

Mr. TARVER. The amendment of-
fered by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr.
Smitr]l, as I understand it, is to the
paragraph upon which debate has heen
closed by unanimous consent.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from Georgia [Mr. Tarver]l is correct.
The Chair cannot recognize the gentle-
man from Ohio [Mr. SmrTe] because the
committee has closed debate on this
paragraph.

The question is on the amendment
offered by the genfleman from Ohio [Mr.
SmiTH].

The amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

FRINTING AND BINDING

For all printing and binding for the De-
partment of Agriculture, including all of its
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bureaus, offices, institutions, and services
located in Washington, District of Columbia,
and elsewhere, except as otherwise in this act
provided, $1,600,000, inciuding the purchase
of reprints of scientific and technical articles
published in periodicals and journals; the
Annual Report of the Secretary of Agricul-
ture, as required by the acts of January 13,
1895 (44 U. 8. C. 111, 212-220, 222, 241, 244),
March 4, 1915 (7 U. 8. C, 418), and June 20,
1936 (5 U. 8. C. 108), and in pursuance of
the act approved March 30, 1806 (44 U 8. C.
214, 224), also including not to exceed $250,-
000 for farmers' bulletins, which shall be
adapted to the interests of the people of the
different sections of the country, an equal
proportion of four-fifths of which shall be
delivered to or sent out under the addressed
franks furnished by the Senators, Representa-
tives, and Delegates in Congress, as they shall
direct, but not including work done at the
field printing plants of the Forest Service
authorized by the Joint Committee on Print-
ing, in accordance with the act approved
March 1, 1919 (44 U. 8. C. 111, 220) : Provided,
That the Secretary of Agriculture may trans-
fer to this appropriation from the appro-
priation made for “Conservation and Use of
Agricultural Land Resources" such sums as
may be necessary for printing and binding in
connection with marketing quotas under the
Agricultural Adjustment Act of 1938, and from
funds appropriated to carry into effect the
terms of section 32 of the act of August 24,
1935 (7 U. 8. C. 612c), as amended, such
sums as may be necessary for printing and
binding in connection with the activities un-
der said section 32, and from funds appro-
priated for parity payments under section
303 of the Agricultural Adjustment Act of
1938, such sums as may be necessary for
printing and binding in connection with such
payments: Provided further, That the total
amount that may be transferred under the
authority granted in the preceding proviso
shall not exceed $550,000.

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Chairman, I offer
an amendment, which I send to the
Clerk’s desk.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. DirxseN: Page

11, line 3, strike out *'$1,500,000” and insert in
lieu thereof “$1.000,000.”

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Chairman, I shall
not take the whole time except to say
that this matter has been thoroughly
discussed. This is a companion amend-
ment to the one just adopted by the
committee and strikes out an additional
$500,000 from the printing and binding
item, reducing this item from $1,900,000
to $1,400,000 in round figures. This
should be ample for all purposes. I re-
spectfully suggest that the amendment
ought to be adopted.

Mr. MONRONEY. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. DIRKSEN. I yield to the gentle-
man from Oklahoma.

Mr. MONRONEY. Does not the gen-
tleman believe that if there is in the bill
$1493,109 for multigraphing and du-
plicating work, that that goes under the
realm of printing and binding?

Mr. DIRKSEN. That is all included
in this item, in addition to transfers to
other departments, and I believe they
can stand this cut at a time of emer-
gency.

Mr. LAMBERTSON. Mr. Chairman, I
rise in opposition to the amendment of-
fered by the gentleman from Illinois
[Mr, DIRKSEN].

Mr. Chairman, I am not feeling badly
about anything and I have a pretty good

1987

record as far as economy is concerned. I
note that my good friend from Illinois
did not vote against parity, while I did
vote against parity the last time it was
an issue. Throughout the years my
stand on economy in agriculture has
been known to all. There is no bad feel-
ing at all.

May I propose to the chairman of the
subcommittee, the gentleman from
Georgia [Mr. Tarverl, that we enter
into an agreement to accept a universal
cut of 25 to 50 percent on every item in
the bill, with the understanding that we
will have a resolution introduced to go
back and take the other three supply
bills, except the Navy bill, and reduce
them equally; then we will have an hon-
est-to-God reduction and not the House
writing a supply bill on the floor. We
have not yet reached the controversial
sections and are virtually rewriting this
bill on the floor of the House on every
page.

I plead with the chairman of the sub-
committee to enter into an agreement to
have a 30-percent cut on every item in
this bill, send it to the Senate, and offer
a resolution to go back and take the
other three supply bills, excluding the
Navy bill, and do the same thing. The
gentleman from Virginia has turned on
a lot of steam here. He wants us to
start economy with agriculture and he
comes to the floor with this proposition
aided by other assistants today. We
might as well accept it and send it to the
Senate,

Mr. TARVER. Does the gentleman
ask me a question?

Mr. LAMBERTSON. Yes; I ask the
gentleman to enter into such an agree-
ment.

Mr. TARVER. The gentleman’s sug-
gestion is very interesting but of course
it would be impossible to secure econo-
mies in any of the bills which have been
passed or in probably any other bill which
does not deal with agriculture. The gen-
tleman realizes, of course, that the farmer
is being made the object of experimenta-
tions in economy in this bill. Although
the gentleman and I are in agreement,
and although the committee is in sub-
stantial agreement on both sides of the
aisle, I do not feel that anything that the
gentleman and I could do would prevent
these other gentlemen from indulging
in this experiment.

Mr. LAMBERTSON. Why would not
the House be willing to cut this bill 30
percent and not the others? How could
the Members oppose a resolution to go
back and cut the other three blls?

Mr. TARVER. The genftleman does
not realize just how shrewd these people
are.

Mr. LAMBERTSON. I would like to
challenge the House and the ranking
majority member of this subcommittee to
do that very thing.

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts, Will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. LAMBERTSON. I yield to the
gentleman.

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Put
the matter to a vote and we will accept it.

Mr. DIRKSEN. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. LAMBERTSON. I yield to the
gentleman from Illinois.
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Mr. DIRKSEN. I am sure that the
chairman of this subcommittee will tell
the House that I as a member of the
subcommittee have been reasonably dili-
gent in the study of the measure now
pending on the floor.

Mr. TARVER. The gentleman has in-
deed been very diligent and very useful.
I am sure he is absolutely conscientious
in his opposition. However, not intend-
ing to reflect on the motives of any other
Member of the House, there are certainly
associated with him gentlemen who are
for the first time in the legislative his-
tory of this Congress trying to make some
record in the interest of economy. I am
not saying that the gentleman is in that
class, but certainly there are some Mem-
bers of the House who should be so
classified.

Mr. DIRKSEN. The thing I want to
emphasize to the Committee of the Whole
is that there is nothing capricious about
these. I discussed them all in the hour-
long speech I made the other day. They
represent my best judgment, after 5 weeks
of intensive study of this bill.

Mr, TARVER. I think the gentleman
is absolutel: conscientious and doing
what he thinks is right, although I do not
agree with him.

Mr. LAMBERTSON. I am not being
facetious. I think it would be in the
interest of good government to have a
uniform cut on a bill that we have rec-
ommendec. after study rather than to
have haphazard cuts on the floor of the
House. I appeal tc you that it is reason-
able to take a flat 30-percent cut on every
item in this bill if the membership is
bound to make severe cuts all along.
I am embarrassed by defending our com-
mittee bill, holding a record for economy,
by the minority side.

[Here the gavel fell.l

Mr., EEEFE. Mr. Chairman, I move
to strike out the last word.

Mr. Chairman, I do not pretend to he
an expert on the subject of agriculture,
although a large portion of my district
is devoted to that pursuit. My work in
the Congress has necessarily been along
other lines. However, I have tried to
acquaint myself with the work and the
problems of the Department of Agricul-
ture.

I say to the members of this commit-
tee, and to the people of the United
States, that we can, during this war,
suspend the publication of this Yearbook
and of all these farm bulletins and
pamphlets that are cluttering up every
mail that goes out of Washington and
every general store and every farmer’s
kitchen throughout the United States.
These publications are not indispensable
to the farmers., If I thought they were
I would not support this amendment.
If in the face of the desperate situation
that confronts this country we cannot
afford to cut some of these things out,
then it is high time that we stop prat-
tling about cutting out nondefense ex-
pend!tures.

Just think of it. Every Member of this
Congress has delivered to his office 400
of these Yearbooks, weighing 5 pounds
apiece, and made up of the best paper
that can be found. One ton for each
Member of Congress to send out to the
people of this country. Many people love
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to receive it, for it is a beautiful book.
I dare say, however, that there is not a
single man on the floor of this House
who has been able to read that book or
any substantial portion of it. I seriously
doubt that the farmers of America will
ever find time to read it at this time.

‘When I was out in the State of Idaho a
couple of weeks ago I asked a large
audience, “How many of you have re-
ceived this new Agricultural Yearbook?”
Sixty-nine persons in the audience raised
their hands. This shows the diligence of
the Members from Idaho in sending them
out. I said:

‘Will you honestly tell me how many of
you people have read that book up to date,
or any part of it?

Not one person raised his hand. Fine
and informative as this volume is, the
point is that we can do without it during
this war.

I do not get one request a month from
the farmers of my district for any of these
farm bulletins. I have tkousands of them
lying to my credit over there in the De-
partment of Agriculture, and the print-
ing presses are still going.

In every newspaper there appears the
demand that we save paper, save paper,
save paper. Every time you pick up the
Evening Star you will find scattered all
through it the announcement, “Save
paper, save paper.” Yet the printing
presses of the Department of Agriculture
must be running 24 hours a day to print,
print, print bulletins, propaganda, books,
and more and more material of that
kind. That must be stopped now, in or-
der that we can spend that money to
buy guns and the things that are neces-
sary to carry on this war.

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. Mr,
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. KEEFE. 1 yield to the gentleman
from Virginia.

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. We not
only would save the money but we need
the printing facilities and the men who
work on them to bring about an honest-
to-God effort in this war.

Mr. KEEFE. Yes. If they mean what
they say, we need that paper for the war
effort. Let us stop it. I do not under-
stand that there is anything in the gen-
tleman’s amendment except the proposal
to reduce the amount that is available

for that particular purpose, and that is.

all there is to it.

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. KEEFE. I yield to the gentleman
from Illinois.

Mr. DIRKSEN. If this amendmens is
adopted to reduce this item by $500,000,
which is about 25 percent, it will have the
same effect on the Treasury as if 10.000
farmers ‘went into a bank and each
bought a $50 Defense bond.

Mr. KEEFE. I think that is a very
fine contribution.

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. KEEFE, I yield to the gentleman
from Georgia.

Mr. TARVER. Of course, I get the im-
port of the gentleman's argument with
reference to the Yearbooks and the bul-
letins.

[Here the gavel fell.]
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Mr. TARVER. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that I be permitted
to proceed for 1 additional minute.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Georgia?

There was no objection.

Mr. TARVER. But does the gentle-
man think we should adopt an amend-
ment cutting down this appropnation
$500,000 because it includes $25,000 for
the yearbock? That is all of the depart-
mental appropriation for printing 1n con-
nection with the Yearbook. Does the
gentleman justify cutting out $500,000
without designating the items to be taken
out simply because he thinks the Year-
book ought to be cut out?

Mr. KEEFE. Let me say to the dis-
tinguished chairman what he knows I
have stated to the subcommittee, of
which I am a member, time and again.
The arounts involved are so huge and
the ramifications are so extensive that I
deny that there is a member of this com-
mittee or any other committee that can
scientifically make a cut; yet the cuts
must be made in the face of this situa-
tion. That is all there is to it.

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Chairman, I want
to submit a unanimous-consent request.
We had some debate on this matter in
connection with another paragraph and
I wonder if we can agree on 15 minutes
additional time.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from Georgia asks unanimous consent
that all debate on this paragraph and
all amendments thereto close in 15 min-
utes. Is there objection?

There was no objection,

Mr. RICH. Mr, Chairman, I rise in
support of the amendment.

Mr. Chairman, I want to make this
statement in connection with the re-
marks made by the gentleman from Wis-
consin [Mr. KeEeFe]. The Printing Office
is running full time, 24 hours a day, and
last year it was unable to print the Year-
book and they had to have them printed
outside. Forty-five thousand copies of
them were printed on the outside. Now
you certainly can save work in the Gov-
ernment Printing Office and can save
expenses by adopting this amendment.
You can save over 1,000,000 pounds of
paper,

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Ohio [Mr.
Vorysl.

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. Mr. Chairman,
we have just been told as an argument
against sending out this vast amount of
printed matter to the farmers and the
people of the country generally that this
matter is not read. Of course, I think we
should bear in mind that in this day of
great shortage of paper there are many
other uses for this vast amount of printed
matter, including the CONGRESSIONAL
REcORD, when it reaches the farm and the
home, even though it is not read at all.

However, this is not a sound argument
for us to continue to spend these vast
amounts on unread printed matter.
Sending out this stuff is a very expensive
way of relieving the waste paper short-
age for favored constituents. We should
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pass this amendment which will trim
down this vast expenditure for printing,

It has been suggested, possibly face-
tiously, that we must go back and cut
other supply bills that have already
passed before we make cuts in this
bill. In answer to that suggestion we
have been told that since we have already
passed those bills it is impossible for us
to do anything about them. Those of
us who are not great students of agricul-
ture and who are not on the Appropria-
tions Committee, must follow the mem-
bers of those committees and listen to
their guidance very largely, but I want
to make this suggestion to those who
think we ought to make a cut, both in
this supply bill and in those which have
already been passed. In the past few
weeks we have found that Congress can
change its collective mind very quickly
and effectively when it wants to, and
secure reverse action on a bill that it
has recently passed. I merely have to
mention the Congressional Pension Act
and its repealer.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Ohic [Mr.

Mr SMITH of Ohio. Mr. Chairman,
the General Accounting O¥ice gives me
these figures. The total cost of the 1941
Agricultural Yearbook was $134,990, and
there were 249,000 books put out.

Mr, TARVER. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield at that point?

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. I yield to the
gentleman.

Mr. TARVER. The gentleman real-
izes, of course, that only $25,000 is in-
cluded in the item we are discussing now
in the agricultural appropriation bill.
The gentleman is talking about all ex-
pense incurred, including that outside
the provisions of this bill.

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. I am merely
mentioning a particular fact.

Mr, TARVER. Yes; and I wanted to
make that clear.

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. This means
about 54 cents apiece for the Agricul-
tural Yearbook. It is not a high price
for the sort of binding and printing and
paper used in making it up.

Everyone knows that very few people
read more than a small part of this book.
I dare say that some person who under-
‘stands the matter could condense all in it
that is worthwhile, certainly all that
concerns the farmer, in not to exceed
150 to 200 pages. I feel certain the farm-
ers would not object to this being done.
It would give us a great saving in cost.

I am not saying not to print the book
at all, but I am saying that it might be
condensed in such a way as to reduce the
cost considerably and not lose anything
to the farmer.

The question is constantly being asked
what is the justification for the reduction
of expenditures. The real justification
for economy is that we do not have the
money. The statement has been made
here on the floor that a saving of $500,000
is equal to 500 people buying each a
thousand-dollar bond. There is more to
it than that. It is really equal to a
thousand people each buying a $1,000
bond, for the simple reason that we are
borrowing a great portion of the money
we are now appropriating, Let us not
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forget that. Here truly is a place where
a dollar saved is a dollar earned.

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr. HOOK. Mr. Chairman, I was very
glad to be enlighiened by the gentleman
from Kansas when he proposed that we
make an agreement here to reduce all
previous expenditures or appropriations,
and including this appropriation, by 33
percent. It is rather surprising, when
we look behind the scenes, to find out
what this is all about. The remarks of
the gentleman are to the effect that the
Republicans are rewriting this bill by
cutting all appropriations. I am going
to chastise my Democratic friends and
praise my Republican friends, which is
rather unusual. I praise them for their
diligence in being present on the floor of
the House, but not for their diligence in
wanting to cut down those things that
are necessary to an agricultural program.
They seem to be very digilent in cutting
down the appropriations necessary to
help the farmer., They are very diligent

+in being present to sabotage the farm

program, because they seem to think the
farmer will forget by the next election.
Let them tell their farmer friends about
it, let them tell the farm population of
America that if this program is sabotaged
the crime lies at their feet. It is you
gentlemen who have sabotaged that pro-
gram that is so necessary in the interest
of a great Nation at war to save not only
the farmer but every man, woman, and
child from the onrush of paganism. It
may be good politics for you gentlemen
to vote 100 percent for every war appro-
priation since Pearl Harbor and against
every farm appropriation after Pearl
Harbor, but remember, if the farmers of
this Nation are not taken care of, are not
being given the opportunity to participate
properly in this program, with the help
of this great Government, then again
you may have a Pearl Harbor in the agri-
cultural program of this Nation. You
will probahly change your votes on appro-
priations again, as it was changed after
Pearl Harbor. God forbid that we
should ever have another Pearl Harbor;
but if it comes because of a reduction in
this appropriation hill, you can lay it to
the Republicans on this floor.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Michigan has expired.

Mr. PLUMLEY. Mr. Chairman, I rise
to say, in answer to the distinguished
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Hooxl,
to whose remarks I have just listened,
that this subcommittee commenced its
sitting on the 19th day of November,
which was before Pear]l Harbor, and the
cuts which we undertook to make in the
appropriations, which the gentleman has
seen fit to criticize, were made before
Pearl Harbor.

Mr. PIERCE. Mr. Chairman, if in the
interest of a great cause it is necessary
to give up the Agricultural Yearbook,
I say all right, but certainly we should
first eliminate the thousands of useless,
foolish, and self-laudatory publications
put out by officials of this Government.
Our brilliant, distinguished friend from

“Wisconsin [Mr. Keerel, who recently

spoke, would have a different story to tell
if he had gone just west of the State of
Idaho into my district, for there he could
not have found an audience that would
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have reported as did that one in Idaho.
My constituency is intelligent; it prizes
the Yearbook, which is in great demand.
Possibly if he had been speaking to an
audience of my political party, he would
have told a different story. I must en-
deavor to get the surplus stock allotted
to Idaho and Wisconsin.

Mr. WICKERSHAM. Mr. Chairman,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. PIERCE. Yes.

Mr. WICKERSHAM. There has been
very little said about the 16,000 farm
bulletins. Everyone knows that they are
read. It teaches those on the farm how
to raise things, and the only reason they
have not read this book is because they
have been reading these other bulletins,
and they will get at this book after they
have got through with the pension ques-
tion,

Mr. LAMBERTSON. Mr, Chairman, if
the gentleman will permit, I have senf
out more bulletins this year than any
other year, because the boys are being
taken from the farms, and the old folks
remain. There have been more requests
for bulletins this year in my office than
any other year.

Mr. HARE. And I would like to say
that I have had more requests from my
district for farm publications than ever
before, Ihave more requests than I have
publications to my credit.

Mr. PIERCE. I could not get enough
of them through my quota and I have
had to ask my friends from the cities to
loan them to me. This is a much-read
book. I cannot understand why there
are 50 many people who have not seen it.
It must be the fault of their Congress-
men,

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr, PIERCE. Yes.

Mr, DIRKSEN. Just to say that there
is nothing here that will cut out the Year-
book at all.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Oregor has expired.
The question is on the amendment of-
fered by the gentleman from Illinois.

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Chairman, may I
have the amendment again reported?

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection,
the Clerk will again report the Dirksen
amendment.

There was no objection, and the Clerk
again reported the amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
agreeing to the amendment.

The question was taken; and on a di-
vision (demanded by Mr. DIrkseEN) there
were—ayes 92, noes 63.

So the amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

Total, Office of Information, $1,990,144,

Mr. NICHOLS. Mr. Chairman, I move
to strike out the last word.

Mr. Chairman, I am a little bit afraid
of the temper of this House, when the
Members get into a mood such as they
are in this afternoon. I am not at all
concerned with cutting items in this bill
which provide for luxurious travel for
the privileged gentlemen who work in the
bureaus of the Government. I person-
ally would be very happy to see some of
them riding in upper berths rather than
in statercoms and bedrooms on these
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trains. If it is possible to use good,
sound judgment in reducing items in this
bill for that and like purposes, I am
happy to go along with the committee.
But I want to warn you against getting
yourselves into the frame of mind where
you will support any amendment that is
offered to this bill calling for a reduction,
You know the farmers of this country
have had more lip service, not only from
the Congress and politicians, but from
the press, than any other class of people
in the country.

I have heard it said on this floor this
afternoon that the farmers now are mak-
ing so much money that you do not need
to worry about them. They can take
care of themselves. I do not know in
what sections of the country those con-
ditions prevail. They do not prevail in
mine. Yes; this year the cotton farmers
down in my section of the country got
a fair price for their crop, but it is the
first time they have got anything like
cost of production for 5 or 6 or 7 years.
I call to your minds five straight droughts
that struck the Southwest, when they
did not get anything. Yes, we passed
some drought relief for them. God
knows they needed it. I have stood on
this floor in this session of Congress and
voted for legislation to protect the wage
of laborers. I have heard the wail of
the press and the wail of good men on
this floor who are afraid we will take
something away from labor which will
reduce their standard of living. All
right. I do not want to do that, but I
only ask that you men do as much for
the boy who raises the stuff that is going
to keep the soldiers at the front as you
ask for the men that produce in the fac-
tories. So do not, in your temper this
afternoon, let yourselves be carried away
that you will ultimately punish the peo-
ple who supply the food that keeps us all
going.

Mr. COLMER. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. NICHOLS. I yield to the gentle-
man from Mississippi.

Mr. COLMER. I just wanted to tell
the gentleman from Oklahoma what sec-
tion of the country it was where the
farmers were so prosperous. It is the
window-box farmers in the city of New
York and other metropolitan centers.

Mr. NICHOLS. Well, maybe thz win-
dow-box farmers are making money, but
do not worry about the farmers of this
country making too much money. Out
through the Middle West figures recent-
ly published show that the gross income
of the average farmer is $900 a year. Is
that too much?

Mr. CASEY of Massachusetts. Will the
gentleman yield?

Mr, NICHOLS. I yield.

Mr. CASEY of Massachusetts. I just
wanted to tell the gentleman from Mis-
sissippi, to whom the gentleman just
yielded, these so-called window-box
farmers from the cities have been, all
through this bill, supporting the agricul-
tural appropriations as reported out by
Judge TARVER. ¥

Mr, NICHOLS. And I hope that con-
dition will continue.

[Here the gavel fell.l
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The Clerk read as follows:

Hawail: To carry into effect the provisions
of an act entitled “An act to extend the
benefits of certain acts of Congress to the
Territory of Hawail,” approved May 16, 1828
(7 U. 8. C. 386-388b), $67,500.

Mr. KING. Mr, Chairman, I move to
strike out the last word.

Mr. Chairman, many years ago this
Congress passed legislation to extend
Federal grants to the several States for
the operation of agricultural experiment
stations in conjunction with land-grant
colleges. In a series of measures—the
Hatch, Adams, and Purnell Acts—and
over a period of years these grants pro-
vided a total of $90,000 for each State,
regardless of size, population, or the de-
gree of importance of agriculture in such
State’s economy.

In 1928, nearly 30 years after Hawaii
had become a part of the United States,
the provisions of these acts were extend-
ed to the Territory of Hawaii by special
legislation. The act of May 16, 1928, pre-

scribed that the Territory should eventu- .

ally obtain an amount equal to that al-
lotted to the several States, commencing,
however, with a smaller sum, to be in-
creased by an annual increment until
the full amount had been achieved. The
authorization thus provided was carried
out in succeeding appropriation bills un-
til that for the fiscal year 1938. The
necessity for economizing wherever pos-
sible, when we were spending tremen-
dous sums for other purposes, led Con-
gress to continue the amount for the
preceding year without augmenting it by
the authorized increment. However, the
amounts distributed among the several
States were not reduced, and each State
received the full $980,000. In the appro-
priation for the next fiscal year the prin-
ciple of gradually increasing the item for
the Hawaii Experiment Station was ad-
hered to, but the amount of the incre-
ment was cut in half. Again no reduc-
tion was made in the sums allotted to
the 48 States. In the fiscal years 1940
and 1941 the precedent established in
the preceding year was carried ouf—in
other words, small increments less than
the amounts authorized by law were ap-
proved. In the fiscal year 1942 no in-
crement was allowed, but again no re-
ductions were made in the appropria-
tions for this purpose for the several
States.

The appropriation bill now before us
carries the same amount as last year and
does not provide even a small increment
in the amcunt appropriated for the
Hawaii Agricultural Experiment Station.
In tabulated form the record is as fol-
lows:

Total T
‘otal
amount .
Fiseal year guthor- | amount | Differ-
Had appro- ence
by law priated
$10, 000
15, 000
20, (00
22, 500
22, 500
Total difference
todale. il el TN 90, 000
L TN e 46, 000 47, £00 22, 500

At this rate the purpose of the act of
May 16, 1928, is nullified, and Hawaii
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will never achieve parity with the several
States, as was intended when the benefits
of the Hatch, Adams, and Purnell Acts
were extended to the Territory.

The sums involved are small, and it is
difficult o understand why such insig-
nificant savings should be made at the
expense of the Territory of Hawaii when
nn similar reductions are applied to any
one of the 48 States. If there is a neces-
sity for economy it would appear reason-
able to expect that it would apply with
equal force to all parts of the country
and that the appropriations for experi-
ment stations would be reduced through-
out. The experiment station in Hawaii
has been carrying on a very important
function in the encouragement of diversi-
fied agriculture. It concentrates on food
crops grown for consumption within Ha-
waii, to make the Territory more self-
supporting in food. It does not engage
in work pertaining to the major agricul-
tural commodities raised in the islands—
that is, sugarcane and pineapples—as
these two industries maintain their own
experiment stations. The small amount
deducted from the sum authorized to be
appropriated for the Hawaii Agricultural
Experiment Station hampers the work it
is undertaking and postpones the day
when we will be self-sufficient in food.
Letters and wires from those charged
with the responsibility of carrying out
this program urge me to make every
effort to persuade Congress to grant the
amount authorized.

The program of the experiment station
in Hawaii is especially important at this
time, almost of vital importance. Itisa
pity the committee, earnestly attempting
to economize where possible, has found it
necessary to disregard the authorized
appropriation and felt it necessary to
save a few thousand dollars at the ex-
pense of the agricultural program of the
Territory of Hawaii.

The Clerk read as follows:

SPECIAL RESEARCH FUND, DEPARTMENT OF
AGRICULTURE

For enabling the Secretary of Agriculture
to carry into effect the provisions of an act
entitled “An act to provide for research into
basic laws and principles relating to agri-
culture and to provide for the further de-
velopment of cooperative agricultural exten-
sion work and the more complete endow-
‘ment and support of land-grant colleges,”
approved June 29, 1935 (7 U. B. C. 427, 427b,
427c, 4271); for administration of the pro-
visions of section 6 of the said act, and for
special research work, including the planning,
programming, coordination, and printing the
results of such research. to be conducted by
such agencies of the Department of Agricul-
ture as the Becretary of Agriculture may
designate or establish, and to which he may
make allotments from this fund, including
the employment of persons and means in the
District of Columbia and elsewhere, and the
purchase, maintenance, repair, and opera-
tion of motor-propelled and horse-drawn pas-
senger-carrying vehicles necessary in the con-
duct of flield work outside the District of
Columbia, $1,150,000, of which amount $700,-
000 shall be available for the maintenance
and operation of research laboratories and
facilities in the major agricultural regions
provided for by section 4 of said act: Pro-
vided, That not more than $5,000 of this
appropriation shall be used to further the
chemical phases of the soybean investiga-
tions, except the routine analytical work for
plant production, now being conducted at
Urbana, Ill, and such $5,000 shall be avail-
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able only for the expenses Incident to the
transfer of such investigations to Peoria, Ill,,
for absorption by the Northern Regional Re-
search Laboratory.

Mr, MONRONEY. Mr. Chairman, I
offer an amendment, which I send to
the Clerk’s desk.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. MoNRONEY: On
page 18, line 3, after “Columbia”, strike out
“$1,150,000” and insert “$1,131,788."

Mr. MONRONEY. Mr. Chairman, I
dislike to take the time of the commit-
tee on what appears to be a small item,
but this is a part of the iravel expense
that I pointed out on the floor yesterday
totals in this bill in the amount of almost
$16,000,000.

It is a shame that our appropriation
system is such that in order to reach the
item of travel, or to find what the item of
travel provided in the bill is, you must
spend hours searching carefully through
the Budget book. It is a big task to find
out how much of these apprepriations
are being spent for Pullman rides, for
junkets, for business trips, for conven-
tions, for hotels, and food while on these
trips. I think that eventually we should
adopt a rule that would provide that the
amount of travel should be carried in
specific appropriations, because I know
the men who have spoken in favor of the
farmers on the floor today do not mean
to indicate that they do not believe we
can squeeze some of the water out of the
bureaus downtown; that we cannot trim
off a little of this big roll cf fat that has
accumulated in the bureaucracies down
there,

I know I am violating one of the fun-
damental rules by opposing a committee
and that in doing so I establish myself
as being either ignorant or not having
any right to question any appropriations
the committee sees fit to report, but I
do not think that should be the case in
this emergency. I have yielded on many,
many things to the wisdom of the com-
mittee because they have been searching
for millions. In my spare time I have
made a small search for thousands. My
cuts would amount to about $8,000,000
in the travel expense items of the De-
partment of Agriculture which now total
$16,000,000.

The item now under consideration,
this special research fund, carries a
travel item of only $36,425. My amend-
ment reduces it by $18,212.

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr.
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MONRONEY. I yield.

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. May I ask
the gentleman how he arrives at the
proportion of reduction he makes in these
travel items?

Mr. MONRONEY. I just divide them
by two.

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. The
gentleman, then, has taken the travel
items in the Department of Agriculture
bill and arbitrarily cut every one of them
50 percent without regard to the char-
acter of the service that is involved.

Mr. MONRONEY. No; I have not
done that. If I had it would have meant
the offering of a hundred or a hundred
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and fifty amendments. There are cer-
tain things such as essential services to
farmers where the travel portion seems
to be only $100 or $200 that I have not
touched.

This amendment cuts this item $18,000
whereas the total travel expense of the
Department runs into many millions. I
do not believe any prudent man would
say this group of men either downtown
or in the field should not make some
sacrifices. Perhaps right now the De-
partment should only undertake half as
much or maybe let their representatives
travel only half as much.

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. It occurs
to me that if the gentleman has found a
sound basis for making a straight 50-per-
cent cut in the travel items that he
should follow this further and make cor-
responding cuts in the functions to which
the travel is related, because obviously
some of these services will have to be cut
where travel is inherently a part of the
service rendered.

Mr. PLUMLEY. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. MONRONEY. I yield.

Mr. PLUMLEY. The thought I had in
mind is almost too mean to suggest, but
if the gentleman’s logic is good, then be-
cause of the fact that your Dust Bowl
has been saturated with water your re-
search station in Oklahoma does not
need over 50 percent of its funds this
year,

Mr. MONRONEY. I do not believe
they use any money for travel in connec-
tion with that project.

Mr. PLUMLEY. I do not mean travel;
but I am applying the same logic that the
gentleman has applied, that there is not
now any necessity for an appropriation
because of what God has done to relieve
the situation in the gentleman’s country.

Mr. MONRONEY. I am sorry, but I
do not follow the gentleman. It is just
a question of whether we want to support
this extravagant expense for travel or to
cut it. It can and should be cut.

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr. LAMBERTSON. Mr. Chairman, I
rise in opposition to the amendment.

Mr. Chairman, I believe the gentleman
from Oklahoma is conscientious and I
think he has got something. I do not
accept his logic on these propositions, but
would suggest to him something like this,
and I am sincere in what I am proposing:
That the gentleman offer a proviso to the
effect that these Government people who
travel do not travel by Pullman at all, but
go by day coach. Many of them would
not be so anxious to travel if they could
not go in Pullmans. Why does not the
gentleman suggest a proviso that they
absolutely not ride in Pullmans at all?
That would be showing a proper war
spirit of sacrifice.

That would be a real war spirit.

Mr. COFFEE of Washington. Will the
gentleman yield?

Mr, LAMBERTSON. I yield to the
gentleman from Washington.

Mr. COFFEE of Washington. Does
not the gentleman think we should set
the example and make it a crime for us to
sleep in a berth on a train, in order to
encourage these people in the depart-
ments?
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Mr, LAMBERTSON. For myself, I do
not use them often. I hate to pay the
Pullman $14 or $15 a night. Let us have
these fellows in the departments sit up at
night. I think that would be a real and
effective provision.

Mr. VORYS of Ohio.
man yield?

Mr. LAMBERTSON. I yield to the
gentleman from Ohio.

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. Will not the
gentleman agree that certainly there is
going to be a cut in nondefense travel due
to limitation of tires, cars, the rationing
of airplanes and railroad travel of at
least 50 percent during the ensuing year;
that is, for nondefense travel outside the
Government? If that be true, why is it
not a fair proposition to make a similar
cut in Government travel?

Mr. LAMBERTSON. I think that is
all right. This should prohibit travel in
Pullmans and in the air and not more
than 75 cents per meal any place. Such
a rule would reduce travel automatically,

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr. COLLINS. Mr. Chairman, I move
to strike out the last word.

Mr. Chairman, Federal agencies gener-
ally are limited to the purchase of auto-
mobiles in the lower-price range, such as
Fords, Chevrolets, and Plymouths. Iam
advised that production of Fords and
Chevrolets has ceased. That may be true
of Plymouths, too, and it may be true of
cars of larger dimensions.

It is needless to say that the demands
of the military for automobiles of all
types will sooner or later tax the supply
to the utmost. It seems foolish, there-
fore, for us fo permit automobiles to be
procured, either as additions or replace-
ments, by agencies not directly engaged
in military operations; in other words,
by agencies other than the Army and
Navy, unless the Army and Navy shall
approve of such course,

There is no good reason that I know
of why nondefense agencies should not
be required to get along with the equip-
ment already on hand. If it cannot be
conditioned, then let them be laid aside.
Perhaps a lot of them should be laid
aside. Perhaps it would be a good plan
for the Budget Bureau to ascertain where
there is a surplus of vehicles owing to
curtailment of activities as a result of
the defense program and either bar their
use or require their assignment to meet
demands where their use may be thor-
oughly justified.

I listened to some testimony the other
day where one Federal agency was using
306 cars and had a force of 491 people
to use them. That is the kind of thing
that is going on, and it ought to be
stopped.

Mr. Chairman, may I say to the mem-
bership of the House that if they will
just leave the entire matter of travel to
the Appropriations Committee, in short
time and in an orderly way we will han-
dle travel items in the interest of econo-
my and good government and not by
slipshod methods such as have been pro-
posed on the floor of the House yester-
day and today. I do not believe that I
am violating a confidence by advising
the membership of the House that an
appropriation bill will be on the floor

Will the gentle-
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within the next few days that will pre-
vent any agency of the Government, ex-
cept the office of the President, from
buying or exchanging automobiles ex-
cept with the approval of the Secretary
of War or the Secretary of the Navy.

In the instant case, if the amendment
offered by the gentleman from Oklaho-
ma is adopted, persons connected with
research laboratories in this country and
men doing highly important work for
agriculture, men who are trying their
level best to discover a method of bring-
ing into existence a usable synthetic rub-
ber and many other articles that are
necessary for our well-being and the
military protection of the country will
be instantly stopped, There are only
$36,000 involved in this item and that is
for the travel expense of about 500 men,
more men than the entire membership
of the House of Representatives. It seems
to me a cut of this nature can be char-
acterized as exceedingly shortsighted.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
the amendment offered by the gentleman
from Oklahoma [Mr. MoONRONEY].

The question was taken; and on a divi-
sion (demanded by Mr. MoNrONEY) there
were—ayes 40, noes 46.

Mr. MONRONEY. Mr. Chairman, I
demand tellers.

Tellers were refused.

So the amendment was rejected.

Mr. COOLEY. Mr. Chairman, I move
to strike out the last word.

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield for a unanimous-consent
request?

Mr. COOLEY, I yield to the gentle-
man from Georgia,

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that all debate on this
paragraph and all amendments thereto
close in 5 minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Georgia [Mr. TARVER]?

There was no objection.

Mr. COOLEY. Mr, Chairman, earlier
in the afternoon I called attention to the
fact that from figures in my possession
it appeared that out of approximately
$55,000,000, $45,000,000 was being made
available for personal services and for
other items which did not go directly
to the farmers whom we are trying to
help under the Farm Security program.

I now have before me the Budget of
the United States for the fiscal year end-
ing June 30, 1943, and I would like to
call attention to some of the items in it.

The first one is personal services in
the Department, $1,975,649; personal
services in the field, $30,989,405. Total
for personal services, including the com-
mittees, $32,965,054. Of the total of
$129,406,282, $75,000,000 is for loans and
$10,000,000 for grants. If my calculation
is correct, eliminating loans and grants,
approximately $45,000,000 is made avail-
able for personal services.

It seems to me that that is an out-
rageous situation. This is money we in-
tended to go to the underprivileged in the
rural areas of America, yet $45,000,000
of the $129,000,000 is going to white-
collar workers and supervisors. I wonder
if in some way this item may be reduced

‘diffusing useful
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without impairing the real worth of this
program.

I am talking now about the Farm Se-
curity Administration. I may say that I
have been a friend of that Administra-
tion. I have defended it on many occa-
sions when other persons have attacked
it. It does seem to me, however, that
this committee should have found some
way to find a better use for this $45,000,-
000. That is a tremendous sum of
money. If these figures I have read from
the Budget are not correct or if my in-
terpretation of them is incorrect, then I
hope the committee will give the House
the benefit of correct information re-
garding these items.

It seems to me that the farmers them-
selves would appreciate the efforts of this
Congress if we should try to do something
to see that the needy in our agricultural
areas secure the relief we intend them to
have,

[Here the gavel fell.]

The Clerk read as follows:

Salaries and expenses: For acquiring and
information among the
people of the United States, for conduct-
ing investigations, experiments, and demon-
strations, and for alding in formulating
programs for authorized activities of the
Department of Agriculture, relative to agri-
cultural production, distribution, land utili-
zation, and conservation in their broadest
aspects, including farm management and
practice, utilization of farm and food prod-
ucts, purchasing of farm supplies, farm popu-
lation and rural life, farm labor, farm finance,
insurance and taxation, adjustments in pro-
duction to probable demand for the different
farm and food products; landownership and
values, costs, prices, and income in their rela-
tion to agriculture, including causes for their
variations and trends, including the employ-
ment of persons and means in the District
of Columbia and elsewhere, either independ-
ently or in cooperation with public agencies
or organizations, §1,278,798, together with
such amounts from other appropriations or
authorizations as are provided in the sched-
ules in the Budget for the fiscal year 1943
for such salaries and expenses, which several
amounts or portions thereof, as may be
determined by the Secretary, not exceeding
a total of $2,178,372, shall be transferred to
and made a part of this appropriation, of
which total appropriation not to exceed
$1,893,928 may be used for personal services
in the District of Columbia, including the
salary of the chief of bureau at $10,000 per
annum: Provided, however, That if the total
amounts of such appropriations or authori-
zations for the fiscal year 1943 shall at any
time exceed or fall below the amounts esti-
mated, respectively, therefor in the Budget
for 1943, the amounts transferred or fo be
transferred therefrom to this appropriation
and the amount which may be expended for
personal services ‘n the District of Columbia
shall be increased or decreased in such
amounts as the Director of the Bureau of
the Budget, after a hearing thereon with
representatives of the Department, shall
determine are appropriate to the require-
ments as changed by such reductions or
increases in such appropriations or authori-
zations: Provided further, That, in addition,
the Becretary may, subject to the approval
of the Director of the Bureau of the Budget,
transfer to this appropriation for the pur-
pose of administering and performing the
functions of the Division of Agricultural
Statistics of the Agricultural Marketing
Bervice such sums as he may determine
necessary from other appropriations avail-
able to the Department.
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Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Chairman, I offer
an amendment,.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. DIRkSEN: On
page 21, line 21, strike out “$1,278,798" and
insert “$278,798."

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent to proceed for 5 addi-
tional minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Illinois?

There was no objection.

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Chairman, you
will observe that the Clerk has just read
that portion of the bill which relates to
the Bureau of Agricultural Economics.
Its functions can be no better described
than as they are carried in the language
of the bill. Bear with me for just a
moment as I read to you the purposes
of the B, A. E.:

For acquiring and diffusing useful informa-
tion among the people of the United States,
for conducting investigations, experiments,
and demonstrations, and for aiding in formu-
lating programs for authorized activities of
the Department of Agriculture relative to
agricultural production, distribution, land
utilization, and conservation in their broad-
est aspects, including farm management and
practice, utilization of farm and food prod-
ucts, purchasing of farm supplies, farm popu-
lation and rural life, farm labor, farm finance,
insurance and taxation, adjustments in pro-
duction—

And sc forth.

In 1939 this Bureau had $802,000. In
1943, hy the terms of this bill, it will have
nearly $3,500,000, or more than four
times the earlier amount. It has on its
pay roll today 1,141 persons, 766 in the
District of Columbia and 375 in the field.
There are over 216 persons in this Bu-
reau today who receive $3,800 or more,
Here are some of the classes they carry:
Economist, head social scientist, principal
social scientist, social psychologist, pro-
gram analysi, program relations officer,
sociolcgist, and rural sociologist.

What are they doing in this planning
agency drawing substantial salaries out
of a total of $3,500,000 for the purpose
of carrying on advance planning in the
field of agriculture? How is this money
to be expended? Let me read you the
language of the Budeet:

For the economic research program, over
$2,000,000.

For regional and national development
programs, $854,000.

For cooperative agricultural program for-
mulation, $584,000.

They have set up area offices in the
country, they have set up regional of-
fices, and they made an attempt to set
up county offices. If the thing continues,
you will have a complete duplication of
two or three different set-ups that now
prevail in the Department.

Under this broad program, what do
they propose to do?

To achieve production goals. As the
gentleman from Virginia so well said,
give a farmer a decent price for his prod-
uct and let him alone and he will not
need a lot of planning by scientists in
the Nation’s Capital.

Second, part of their program relates
to obtaining required production. What
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a paradoxical thing it is that they are
getting ready to impose a wheat refer-
endum on the farmers of the country, yet
here is a planning agency proposing to
spend $3,500,000, among other things to
procure and obtain the required produc-
tion goals.

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Chairman,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DIRESEN. I yield to the gentle-
man from Ohio.

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Is this the same
group of economic scientists who figured
out that there would be no sugar short-
age and, therefore, the production of
sugar in the continental United States
should be reduced by 17 percent last
year?

Mr. DIRKSEN, A portion of that
probably went across the fable of this
particular agency.

Mr. CASE of South Dakota and Mr.
COLLINS rose.

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Chairman, I do
not yield. I must finish this statement.

They propose to go into the field of dis-
tribution. We have an Interstate Com-
merce Commission. They have already
had some meetings in St. Louis on this
question of interterritorial freight rates.
We appropriated some money recently
for that same purpose. There is an in-
terterritorial freight rate study now be-
ing conducted by the Tennessee Valley
Authority. Must that work be dupli-
cated by a planning agency?

No. 4 in their program relates to price
control. Millions of dollars have been
appropriated for Mr. Henderson and his
agency. Must we duplicate that work?

They propose, among other things, to
engage in the facilitation of industrial
production, to evaluate the skilled help
on the farm and to siphon them into the
industry of the country, when the Sec-
retary himself has indicated to the com-
mittee that there is an incipient labor
shortage on the farm.

No. 6 in their program is the develop-
ment of fiscal and credit policies.

What is the Treasury for and what are
these other agencies of government for,
if not for that purpose?

And, finally, they are going in for a
broad program of post-war planning.

IWow, how does this agency rate insofar
as national defense is concerned? Here
is a release from the Budget Bureau
dated February 27, 1942. Do you know
where they have located the Bureau of
Agricultural Economics from the stand-
point of defense priority? They have
listed all the agencies of the Government
in five classes and the Bureau of Agri-
cultural Economics is in class 4, That is
the Budget Bureau classification. So let
no one tell you that they are so important
in the scheme of things and bask so high
in the estimation of the Budget Bureau
that they are an outstanding agency in
the realm of national defense, because
they rate class 4.

Finally, the American Farm Bureau
Federation, representing 550,000 paid
family memberships, which includes over
2,000,000 of the farm population of the
country, believes that this agency has
gone so far that it is beginning to plan
the farmer out of existence, and they
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have suggested and they have endorsed
a proposal to cut this item by $1,000,000
or more. They would like to see the re-
gional offices eliminated, they would like
to see the area offices eliminated. They
follow the philosophy that if you give the
farmer the right price for his products
and let him alone he will take care of
production.

So I suggest to the Committee of the
Whole that here you can support an
amendment which has the approval and
the endorsement of one of the largest,
oldest, and most stable farm organiza-
tions in the United States, with an active
family membership of more than 500,000,
and so I earnestly suggest the saving of
$1,000,000 in the planning agency known
as the Bureau of Agricultural Economics.

I now yield to the gentleman from
South Dakota.

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. I was
wondering if the gentleman thought the
statisticians in the Bureau of Agricul-
tural Economics had anything to do with
determining the sugar policy of the De-
partment of Agriculture or if he did not
rather think that that policy came from
the top down?

Mr. DIRESEN. It may have, but what
I want to point out here is that you will
find $1,278,000 in direct appropriations
in this paragraph, and at the bottom of
the page and the top of the next one,
you will find, “together with such trans-
fers as are made by the Secretary,” and
there are at least 25 transfers from the
subordinate agencies in agriculture, ag-
gregating $2,400.000, which will be trans-
ferred to this account. So the Bureau of
Agricultural Economics, which will plan
for the American farmer, will expend
$3,500,000. Adopt this amendment, cur-
tail it by $1,000,000, and they still have
$2,500,000, and that is enough money for
any agency of the Government in the field
of planning at a time like this. This
Bureau was originally established as a
fact-finding agency and it should refurn
to those functions.

Mr. TARVER. Mr, Chairman, I rise in
opposition to the amendment and ask
unanimous consent to proceed for 5 min-
utes additional.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Georgia?

There was no objection.

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Chairman, if the
work of the Bureau of Agricultural Eco-
nomies is not useful, if the farmers of
the country would be better off by the
abolition of the bureau, if it is to be
condemned because some scientists are
employed in the bureau, then you ought
to adopt the amendment offered by the
gentleman from Illinois. It will, in my
judgment, if adopted, substantially de-
stroy the Bureau of Agricultural Eco-
nomics and will make it impossible for
that Bureau to function with any con-
siderable degree of efficiency.

In expressing this opinion I am in ac-
cord with the views of a majority of the
subcommittee which took evidence for
a long time with regard to the work of
this organization, evidence which is set
out on page 310 and the following pages
of part 1 of our hearings and which is too
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voluminous in detail for me or anyone
else to undertake to discuss under the
5-minute rule.

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr.
Dirksen] in his discussion of the provi-
sions of this bill on Tuesday, indicated
his very high opinion of Dr, Tolley. In
the course of his remarks he said, as I
recall, that Dr. Tolley was giving his
services to the Government at very much
less compensation than he could procure
from private industry. In fact, if I am
not mistaken, and if 1 am the gentleman,
who is present, will correct me, I believe
he said that Dr. Tolley could earn several
times as much in private industry as he
is earning as the head of this Bureau
of Agricultural Economics, and that
private employers had sought to have
him leave the Government service and
engage in their employment at very much
increased compensation. He then is a
faithful public servant. He is a man
who is so deeply interested in the sub-
ject matters concerning which he is in
control that he is willing to sacrifice, not
just a small amount, but tens of thou-
sands of dollars annually that he could
have for his private purse if he so desired,
in order that he may be able to carry
on this very important work for the agri-
cultural interests of the country, and we
have his advices, the advices of such a
man in the hearings here concerning the
needs of this bureau. I think we ought
not to assume that a man of the public
spirit manifested by Dr. Tolley, who is
not gouging the Government himself, but
who is sacrificing for the work he is
carrying on, would undertake to deceive
the Congress as to the necessities for the
making available of moneys for the effi-
cient carrying on of the work under his
jurisdiction.

Surely we can rely upon such a man.
If we cannot, then I do not know upon
whom we may rely. The Bureau of Agri-
cultural Economies last year had $650,000
more than is carried in the bill for the
present year., The Budget estimate
made a very substantial cut of $365,000
below the present year’s bill, and our sub-
commitiee cut the Budget estimate
$50,000, so that, if you approve the sum
it has placed in the bill, you will be ap-
proving a sum which is $1,065,000 below
what the Bureau had for the last fiscal
year, 1941.

Mr. DIRKESEN. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. TARVER. Yes.

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Chairman, I reaf-
firm what I said, that Dr. Tolley is an able
man, but by the same token I thought
Dr. Tugwell was an able man, but I did
not agree with the direction his policy
took. This is a matter of policy. This is
not aimed at any individual.

Mr. TARVRER. Speaking for myself
alone, I would not want to mention Dr.
Tolley in the same breath with Dr. Tug-
well. I consider Dr. Tolley an outstand-
ing and public-spirited man, who has
been performing and will continue to
perform, if given an opportunity, an ap-
preciable and valuable service for the
agricultural industry of this country.
The gentleman from Illinois [Mr, Dirk-
SEN], in addition to the very substantial
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cut to which I have called your attention,
proposes a further cut of $1,000,000—
$1,000,000 in the amount of funds which
shall be made available to the Bureau of
Agricultural Economics. What does the
Bureau do? Why is it necessary that its
work should be carried on? If you have
time to read—and I do not think you
ought to vote against the estimates for
this appropriation unless you do have
time and opportunity to read—the state-
ments appearing on pages 31%, 313, 314,
315, and 316, outlining the multiple proj-
ects which are being carried on under the
jurisdiction of this Bureau, you will get
some faint idea of a great deal of the
amount of the useful work now being
accomplished under its jurisdiction, and
I hope you will take time to do so. I do
not believe you ought to reject the judg-
ment of the committee who considered
this large volume of evidence as to the
recessity for this appropriation unless
you do have time to acquaint yourselves
with the evidence as to just what the
Bureau is doing, and how necessary and
vital the work is at this time.

I take time to read just the first part
of their definition of this program as it
relates to its wartime work and wartime
program in the Bureau of Agricultural
Economics:

WARTIME WORK PROGRAM OF THE BUREAU OF
AGRICULTURAL ECONOMICS

In outlining the program of the Bureau of
Agricultural Economics for the coming
months, first priority has been given all lines
of work that make significant contribution to
winning the war. Second priority has been
given those lines of work that will make a
practical contribution to the solution of
major problems of the immediate post-war
period. Certain research maintenance activi-
ties also must be continued to enable the
Bureau to meet future responsibilities, which
we cannot now foresee.

The Bureau of Agricultural Economics can
make many significant direct contributions
to the war effort: American agriculture must
produce and aid in properly distributing food
and fiber needed by our Nation and by our
Allies, and must provide raw materials essen-
tial to our industrial production program.
The Bureau's first task, therefore, is to help
agencies within or without the Department
to plan the production and distribution of
these strategic agricultural commodities.
Closely associated with production and dis-
tribution of agricultural commodities is the
task of alding in developing a sound program
of price control.

On the other hand, the Bureau can make
many contributions to other phases of war
effort over which the Department of Agri-
culture does not have immediate adminis-
trative responsibility: Farm people are serv=-
ing in increasing numbers in our military
forces and in industrial plants, and farm
people are bearing their share of the war's
costs. To speed up this participation of farm
people in our war effort, officlals of many
agencies tiat direct national programs
already are calling on the Bureau for infor-
mation and advice.

I cannot proceed with a detailed state-
ment of the facts as they appear in the
Recorp and that are related to this ac-
tivity, but I beg of the House that you do
not undertake to supersede, by cutting
a million dollars out of this appropria-
tion, the conscientious judgment of the
committee. If you want to do it, that is
your responsibility, but I am very strong-
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ly of the opinion that it ought not to be
done.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Georgia has expired.

Mr; MAY. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
support of the amendment, not so much
for the purpose of discussing the matter
and frying to make a speech, but to ask
for information from the chairman of
the subcommittee, and also the distin-
guished gentleman from Illinois [Mr.
Dirgsen]. If I am not mistaken in what
I understood the gentleman from Illi-
nois to say, he said that there were some
eleven hundred-odd employees in this
particular Bureau and that of that num-
ber some three hundred-odd are in the
District of Columbia. Am I correct in
that statement?

Mr. DIRKSEN. There is a total of
1,141 persons in the Bureau. Seven hun-
dred and sixty-six are in the District of
Columbia, and 375 are in the field. Two
hundred and sixteen of this number re-
ceive salaries in excess of $3,800 a year.

Mr. MAY. The other question I want
answered is this. On page 22 of the bill,
after providing for the recoupment of
certain sums as set out in the Budget,
back into the fund, you provide that all
of that fund of the total appropriation,
not to exceed $1,893,928, may be used for
personal services in the Distriet of Co-
lumbia, including the salary of the Chief
of the Bureau at $10,000 per annum.

Now, it occurs to me that is a rather
large proportion of the total sum for
salaries to those who are employed in the
District of Columbia. Will the gentleman
make some explanation as to why that is
so large? Is it due to the fact that the
salaries are, many of them, in the upper
brackets, or is it on account of the num-
ber employed?

Mr. DIRKSEN. First, the gentleman
should keep in mind that that is for sal-
aries and expenses, so the larger part will
be charged to the District of Columbia.
Secondly, there are twice as many of
their personnel in the District of Colum-
bia as there are elsewhere. My whole
idea is this, I do not want to see this
agency, with all of its planning activities
ramified everywhere in the country, for in
a little while this appropriation will go
from $3,500,000 up to five, six, or seven
million dollars, and it will never cease
when all the area officers, district officers,
regional officers, and even county officers
in the interest of planning may be set up
throughout the country.

Mr. MAY. It has been my experience
that when you start expanding, the ex-
pansion is very easy to accomplish, espe-
cially when you continue to increase ap-
propriations to pay for the expansion, so
I agree with the gentleman from Illinois.

Mr. HARE. Mr. Chairman, I move to
strike out the last five words and I ask
unanimous consent to proceed for 10
minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
South Carolina?

There was no objection. .

Mr. HARE. Mr. Chairman, I do not
happen to be a member of the subcom-
mittee that considered the justifications
for these appropriations. Therefore I
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would make no claim to being familiar
with details of any item and would have
no superior knowledge of the facts upon
which the committee based its conclu-
sions. But I would like to call attention
to this one point: If there is any division,
any agency, any bureau in the Depart-
ment of Agriculture that is contributing
or will contribute toward the progress or
prosecution of the war, it will be the
Bureau of Economics.

Now, the gentleman who preceded me
[Mr. May] Chairman of the Military Af-
fairs Committee, has made provision for
hundreds of thousands and even millivns
of men to be assembled from every ncok
and corner of this country into military
service, It is highly important to the
enlisted men, and those in charge to know
some time in advance where their food is
coming from, and to know that they are
to be supplied with an adequate supply.

The chairman of the committee has
read a statement from the hearings. I
am going to ask the indulgence of the
House for a few minute: to read part
of this testimony, which to me is very
significant, particularly in this emer-
gency.

The Chief of the Bureau says:

The Bureau has been requested by Secre-
tary Claude R. Wickard to take the leader-
ghip in formuiating national wartime goals
for the production of needed agricultural
commodities. Formulation of these goals is
a Department-wide effort in which Bureau
representatives will work with commodity,
marketing, and credit experts of other
agencies.

National wartime production goals must be
established on the basis of estimates of do-
mestic and foreign requirements, and in the
light of existing supplies of these agricultural
commodities and the country's capacity to
produce additional supplies.

4. Obtainilng the participation of the
farmer: If the Nation Is to insure increased
production of required agricultural com-
modities and support for other phases of the
war program, it ic essential that farmers un-
derstand and subscribe to the objectives of
the Nation's program. In order that the
Department of Agriculture may be able to
take effective steps in presenting its program
to local groups and in adapting it to local
situations, it will be necessary, first of all, ta
determine for specific areas the character of
any barriers to full participation. This in-
formation will be obtained through: (a)
Surveys of farmer reaction to the production
program and other phases of the war effort,
and (b) analysis of conditions determining
farmer participation in the war program. On
the basis of information derived from these
two sources, recommendations can be made
regarding the procedure to be followed in
setting up the Nation’s war program in vari-
ous problem areas.

I have an idea that in 6 months, or
12 months from now, our armed forces,
or those in charge, would like to know
the surplus amount of wheat in this
country, the amount of corn, the quan-
tity of beans, fruits, vegetables, meats,
and other foodstuffs available for domes-
tic requirements, foreign requirements,
and for the armed forces. Suppose there
would be nobody prepared to furnish that
information, what would be the situa-
tion? It appears to me that if I were
planning the fighting program for two
or three million men, I would want to
know 6 months or a year in advance
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whether these supplies were going to be
available and where. This war may con-
tinue for 3 years; it may continue for
5 years; or it may continue for 10 years;
but, however long it may continue, we are
going to need information in advance as
to food supplies and food requirements
for our men in the Army, Navy, and Air
Corps.

I read a little further from the hear-
ings:

To avold dangerous shortages it will be nec-
essary to anticipate as far as possible shifts
in the requirements of our Nation or our
Allies. Accordingly, estimates must be pre-
pared continually of the food and fiber and
other agricultural commodities needed for
domestic consumption.

These estimates of requirements must be
carefully reviewed in terms of the Nation's
capacity to produce under conditions of likely
returns to producers; shortages of farm labor,
machinery, and fertilizer; present and possible
credit arrangements; and processing, market-
ing, and transportation facilities, In formu-
lating national goals, the ability of each
region and local area to increase production
must be considered.

The Bureau’s work in this fleld does not
end when the goals for 1 year have been
established. Throughout the year it will be
necessary to reexamine these goalt in the
light of changing conditions.

The people in our cities, the people em-
ployed in industry, the people employed
in our workshops, the people employed
in our mercantile establishments are
going to want to know whether or not
food will be available the next 6 months
or the next year or the next 60 days.
If not, then it will be possible for the
different agencies to encourage farm pro-
duction of particular crops so essentially
needed. Of course, we know that farm-
ers are going to continue somewhat their
usual program, but there must be some
planning to what supplies are available
and where. We should have some idea
about increase, if any, of eggs, poultry,
hogs, beef, butter, cheese, fruits, vege-
tables, and so forth, and someone should
know where they are. If this Bureau
cannot get this information, I do not
know of any agency in the Government
that can.

I read further from the printed testi-
mony before the subcommittee:

The Bureau's task Is to give special atten-
tion to the production of essential commudi-
ties formerly imported from foreign countries.

Suppose we did not have anyone to
collect this information—and if this
amendment is carried, we will not have
anyone. Suppose we did no* know today
how much wheat is available in this
country and how much is available in
Canada and how much is available in
other cour tries, we would be planning
this war with our eyes closed. We would
be progressing in the dark, and our own
men in the armed forces would not know
30 days ahead whether they would have
sufficient food to sustain life, even, or
whether they would be able to go upon
a battlefield.

To me this is one of the most signifi-
cant items in this bill, because, as I have
said, it contributes directly toward the
prosecution of this war; and if we do
not have the information from this
Bureau, as I have said, I do not know
whom we are to get it from, and it seems
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to me to be absolutely essential. Food
is just as essential as bombs, tanks, rifles,
machine guns, shells, or airplanes. To

-know where you are going to get food is

just as essential as to know where you
are going to get these weapons of war.
Suppose our leaders or military experts
today did not know where to ask for
bombs, did not know how many to ask
for, did not know how many they could
call for, did not know 2ow many they
could get, what a predicament we would
be in. Suppose, also, they did not know
how much bread they were going to get,
how much meat they were going to get,
where it is to be found, who to get it
from, and where it is to be assembled,
what would be the situation? It would
be tragic. I am greatly surprised that
the author of this amendment, astute
and able as he is, did not see far enough
ahead to anticipate that if this country
were deprived of information as to food
crops, foodstuffs, meats, and so forth, for
our armed forces, we would be in a tragic
situation. Suppose we did not know
where we were going to get planes next
year, suppose we did not know how
many we were going to get; suppose we
did not know where we were going to
get any tanks, or how many we were
going to get, or how many guns we were
going to get, how would we be able to
plan and formulate the prosecution of
this war?

How would we be able to formulate
plans for feeding the soldiers or civilians
if we did not know what it was necessary
to grow, where it would be grown, where
it could be produced in the shortest
amount of time, and so forth?

Mr. DIRESEN. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. HARE. I yield.

Mr. DIRKSEN. The very leaders of
the American Farm Bureau Federation
and those who were called to Hyde Park
in 1937 to help operate the administra-
tion’s farm program are endorsing the
amendments that are on the desk. They
are speaking for the dirt farmers of
America.

Mr,. HARE. I appreciate that. I have
great confidence in the integrity and the
ability of those farm leaders, but I do
not yield to them the responsibility of
making provision for the men whom we
have thus far said should be drafted and
sent to the front in the armed forces
without first knowing that they are going
to be fed, and where we can get the food.
We may be able to get the information I
have referred to without this appropria-
tion, but no one has dared to say so. We
may be able fo get the information
through some other bureau or agency, but
no one has dared to say so. My feeling
is that this information is indispensable
in planning a successful fighting program
in time of war, and not to provide for it
from some source would resuit in sabo-
taging one of the most essential factors
in the prosecution of a war, that is, a
supply, an available supply and a knowl-
edge of its availability.

Something has been said about the
Bureau having State or regional offices,
certainly. It has had for years in peace-
time, and as soon as we need them in a
war emergency someone wants to abolish
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them. They are in a position to furnish
the information that is not only neces-
sary, but to my way of thinking is indis-
pensable at this time.

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr. JENNINGS. Mr. Chairman, I rise
in support of the amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from Tennessee is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield to permit me to submit
a unanimous-consent request?

Mr. JENNINGS. I yield.

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that all debate on
this paragraph and all amendments
thereto close in 20 minutes.

Mr. MONRONEY. Mr, Chairman, re-
serving the right to object, will not the
gentleman limit his request to the pend-
ing amendment? I have an amendment
I wish to offer to the paragraph and I
would like to be heard on it.

Mr, TARVER. Mr. Chairman, I modify
my request and ask unanimous consent
that all debate on this amendment be
limited to 15 minutes.

Mr. BARDEN. Mr. Chairman, reserv-
ing the right to object, how many are to
be taken care of during these 15 minutes?

The CHAIRMAN. Three Members
have indicated a desire to be heard.

Is there objectiown to the request of the
gentleman from Georgia that all debate
on this amendment be limited to 15
minutes?

There was no objection.

The HAIRMAN. The gentleman
from Tennessee is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. JENNINGS. Mr. Chairman,
somebody once said that the way to
resume is to resume. Paraphrasing this
saying, “The way to cut is to cut.” I
have never seen yet any bureau or any
department of the Government that was
absorbing, spending, and squandering
millions of the people’s substance which
wanted to be cut one penny.

We have just read that the jaws of the
Japanese pincers have been put around
those of our armed forces fighting in the
Dutch East Indies. I say that the jaws
of a pincers have been put around the
American taxpayers here in this country,
and if we do not stop the onslaught that
is being made the American taxpayer is
going to become as extinct as the dodo
and the passenger pigeon. We have
sheared him to the skin and now
we propose to skin him. When it is pro-
posed to save a million dollars, gentle-
men for whom I have genuine affection
rise in their place in this Chamber, hold
up their hands in holy horror and tell
us that if we dispense with the services
of 700 bureaucrats in Washington our
armed forces will go without bread and
meat. That just does not go over with
me.

Mr. DIRKSEN. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. JENNINGS.
tleman from Illinois.

Mr. DIRKSEN. Last year this very
committee fold the agency to return to
its original purpose as a fact-finding
agency, yet they have $1,400,000 to scat-
ter out in the field.

I yield to the gen-
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Mr. JENNINGS. Yes. The farmer
who has not got sense enough at this late
date to put in a corn crop, plant it, keep
the weeds out of it, then take care of it
will not be helped by any bureaucrat on
earth. People who do not know how to
produce milk, butter, or any one of the
staple crops upon which we are depend-
ent for food and clothing are just not
farmers,

They talk about the indispensibility
of having a horde of employees at $3,800
per year here in Washington, 700 of
them, evolving from their inner con-
sciousness a lot of theories, like a spider
spins its web. To say that we have to
spend this extra million in this hour
when everything we have has been put
on the altar and has been brought to the
verge of sacrifice just does not make
sense. It does not add up. I am from a
farming region and I operate a farm. I
have sent out these bulletins and I have
sent out these works on agriculture, but
I know that there is not going to be a
bushel of corn raised on the surface of
one of these agricultural pamphlets or
on the leaves of any one of these year-
books. I got this last yearbook and
opened it up to see what was in it, prior
to sending it out to my home folks. I
wanted to see if I was really sending my
people anything that was worth-while.
Now, I believe I have ordinary intel-
ligence. I grew up on a farm; I know
what it is to pull the bell cord over a
mule and do farm work, but for the life
of me, I could not see any information
in that book anywhere that would help
anybody on any farm in this country to
produce an extra egg, an extra pound of
butter, an extra hog, steer, or other
staple farm commodity.

Let us stop and think what this mil-
lion dollars that we propose to save
means when translated into farm prod-
ucts. It means two million dozen fresh
egegs at 50 cents a dozen. It means 10,000
steers weighing 1,000 pounds apiece at 10
cents a pound. And let us not forget
that the farmer is going to have to pay
his share of the taxes that are being laid
on our people. Yet we halt and we
stammer, we get all worked up, we get
excited and make the statement that if
we do this we are absolutely going to
flabbergast and destroy the farmer, that
if he has not an agricultural expert to
come around and tell him what to do he
cannot succeed. God deliver us from a
governmental expert when he goes
experting around.

[Here the gavel fell.l

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from North Caro-
lina [Mr. BarDEN].

Mr. BARDEN, Mr. Chairman, I be-
lieve I can be classed along with the
economy-minded group of the House, and
find myself trying to locate places where
we can save money, but we have hit a
spot here where it is extremely unwise
at this time fo cut. I wish this Depart-
ment had more money, more authority,
and more responsibility at this time.
Why do I say that? It is because daily
we are being confronted with this talk

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

of sugar shortage, wool shcrtage, and
food shortage. Mr. Leon Henderson is
issuing probably 100,000,000 books to be
distributed around with tickets for sugar,
This House has not yet stopped to place
the responsibility on any man to deter-
mine whether or not Mr. Leon Hender-
son’s findings are correct or to provide
a remedy or to begin the preparation of
a remedy for that situation.

‘We are going along slaughtering thou-
sands and thousands of lambs every week
and crying “wool shortage.” They say
they are going to cut the pockets off your
clothes; they are going to cut an inch
off your pants. Mr. Chairman, we will
hardly need our pockets after March 15.
But I can get along better without my
lamb chops than I can without my pants.
Somebody should be responsible for look-
ing for some method of remedying this
situation. There is hardly a State in the
Union that is not capable of producing
sugar, and there are very few States that
are unable to produce wool.. Food is
abundant throughout this Nation. Yet
we take it lying down when Mr. Hender-
son says, “We are short of food; we are
short of sugar; we are short of wool.”
And no one seems to be doing anything
about it. Let us start relieving some of
these emergencies.

In my opinion, the American people
can take whatever is necessary for them
to take to win this war. If need be, they
can do without sugar and all these other
things that I mentioned. But let us not
monkey with them, let uz be genuine
about this thing, and let us place in the
hands of somebody not only the respon-
sibility for finding this out but the re-
sponsibility of offering a solution to it.
I think that is good cornfield sense. If
we are facing a shortage and if we know
it is going to bring about a bad situation,
why should we not begin not next year
but now? Spring is coming on. Our
crops are being planted. Our sugar crop
has to be planted; the wool has to be
grown. Yet here we are talking about
cutting out a part of the appropriation
that is set up for the only agricultural
fact-finding agency which we have in
this Nation that you can absolutely rely
on. I think this is the wrong place to
begin to clip.

[Here the gavel fell.]

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Washington
[Mr. LEavyl.

Mr. LEAVY. Mr. Chairman, it almost
seems a useless procedure to ccme down
into the Well of this House to defend any-
thing in connection with this agricul-
tural appropriation bill. Six years I
have been here. Six years I have helped
write this bill. For 5 years I have found
the Congress on both sides of the aisle
quite sympathetic to the problems of the
American farmer. However, Since we
commenced the reading of this bill yes-
terday, on both sides of the aisle, prob-
ably with more of a charge to my good
Republican friends and my Democratic
friends, the bill has been sniped at and
shot at and torn to pieces already, with-
out substantial reason.
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Here is a cut suggested by one of the
members of the subcommittee who
helped write the bill. He presents his
reasons. Summed up briefly, they are
that in his judgment the services pro-
vided for can be dispensed with.

This is not partisan in the slightest.
We are in a war now, and we have
changed our economy entirely in the last
6 months, or are in the process of going
into a war economy. The change will be
terrifie, and if not wisely carried on we
face the danger of losing all we hold dear
in government,

We have proceeded since the last war
period, when agriculture learned the bit-
ter lesson of not giving consideration to
changing from a peacetime to a wartime
economy and found itself bankrupt, with
trying to do something for agriculture.
Both parties have endeavored to cure
post-wartime errors — the Republican
Party in its various programs up to 1932,
but with no success whatever and agri-
culture was finally prostrated. Since
1933 the Democratic Party has been in-
stituting its program, and no one can
deny but that great good has come from
it. We have made mistakes since then,
a lot of them. Every piece of legislation
that has been passed in reference to the
farmer, from the farm-loan-bank legis-
lation back in 1917 on to this time, has
required study and facts and knowledge.
This is the agency from which we get
those facts.

The East Indies are lost to us, largely.
Now there is a new problem presenting
itself with regard to South American
agriculture. I could go on indefinitely
on this question, but let me read just
one sentence on the situation before this
cut that is now produced is voted upon.
We cut this item, in committee, some
$50,000. I read here from the hearings:

Mr. Tarver, It is noticed that a substantial
reduction in the number of your employees
will become effective if the Budget Bureau's
estimates are approved as contemplated for
the next fiscal year. In the fiscal year, for
example, it seems that a reduction from 4016
to 8756.6 in the number of permanent field
employees contemplated, and in the depart-
mental service there is a reduction of 816.9
to 7669 contemplated. If these employees
are not retained in your department, will
they be kept in the Department of Agriculture
or will they be dropped from the service?

Dr. Torrey. Presumably, they will be
dropped from the service

We made a $50,000 cut ia spite of that
fact, and now it is proposed to cut from
an item of $1,278,000 a million dollars.

Mr. DIRKSEN. Oh, Mr. Chairman,
the gentleman must be fair. There is
$3,500,000 here inciuding transfers, leav-
ing them $2,500,000.

Mr. LEAVY. I grant you that, but
this particular service the gentleman is
proposing to cut from $1,278,000-plus to
$278,000. This service does what? 1t is
stated in the bill as follows:

For acquiring and diffusing useful Infor-
mation among the people of the United
States, for conducting investigations, ex-
periments, and demonstration, and for aid-

ing in formulating programs for authorized
activities of the Department of Agriculture,
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And so forth. This is what the gentle-
man proposes to reduce.

Mr. DIRKSEN. And
amount is for that purpose.

Mr. LEAVY. I think it would be a
grievous mistake to make that reduction.

[Here the gavel fell.]

The CHAIRMAIN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from North Caro-
lina [Mr. FOLGER].

Mr. FOLGER. Mr. Chairman, I am in
a hard place. I do not know what to do.
I am not willing to come into this House
and guess how to vote upon an important
measure, certainly one of the most im-
portant measures I can think of. In the
first place, we are in war, and in the next
place we are now dewling with the next
most important, if not the most impor-
tant, question connected with the prose-
cution of the war.

May I address myself to my good friend
the chairman of the subcommittee, re-
calling, if I am correct, and if not, I
should like to be corrected, that it was
suggested by the chairman that there are
probably places in this bill where it would
be proper to make certain reductions and
effect certain economies. Am I to be left
in the position of guessing at that, or
what shall I do about it?

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. FOLGER. I yield to the gentleman
from Illinois.

Mr. DIRKSEN. Just let me emphasize
that the American Farm Bureau Federa-
tion, consisting of farmers that plow the
soil and not the paved streets in Wash-
ington, favors this amendment.

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. FOLGER. 1yield to the gentleman
from Georgia. .

Mr. TARVER. The committee heard
the Farm Bureau Federation representa-
tives for 2 days. They gave us some val-
uable suggestions, which we adopted.
We did not adopt everything that they
suggested. I do not believe the Congress
would be justified in writing an appro-
priation bill based solely on the opinions
of representatives of the Farm Bureau
Federation.

With regard to the gentleman’s state-
ment about my statement as to the fact
that economies could be effected in this
bill if the viewpoint of the committee
should be sustained, all that the gentle-
man has to do is to read the subcom-
mittee’s report in which we point out
where, if in our judgment we were justi-
fied in doing it, some scores of millicns
of dollars could be cut out of the bill, and
ought to be; but in view of the recent
action of the Congress in expressly
authorizing the appropriations which
we thought ought to be cut out, we felt
we would be justly charged with disre-
garding the viewpoint of the Congress if
we undertook to do that. If the House
wants to cut it out, as far as I am con-
cerned I am in agreement with whatever
the House wishes to do on those items.
If the gentleman will read the report he
will find what the items are.

Mr. FOLGER. I must have misin-
terpreted what the chairman of the
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committee said, because I had looked for
him to point out to me a Member who
has not read the hearings of the com-
mittee and who depends largely and
with full confidence on the committee,
any places where economies could be
effected without injury to the program
which is so necessary to the prosecution
of the war.

So I am left a little bit at sea as what
I ought to do. I want to do the right
thing, but I do not want to guess at it.
I do not want to put myself in that situ-
ation by my vote, and I would like to
know if there are any amendments to be
offered or suggestions to be made where
recognized economies cin be made with-
out injuring the farm program.

Mr. LAMBERTSON. Mr. Chairman,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FOLGER. I yield.

Mr. LAMBERTSON. The gentleman
seems to be making an actual inquiry, and
I may say to the gentleman that the most
controversial sections are those dealing
with land tenantry and farm security.
‘We found there the greatest opposition,
and they involve millions of dollars. They
are the things we naturally thought
would be subject to the greatest opposi-
tion and were sought to be cut down, I
may say in answer to the gentleman’s
question.

Mr. FOLGER. Is there yet something
to be done about that?

Mr. LAMBERTSON. Yes; that is
ahead of us.

Mr. DIRKSEN. And such amendments
will be submitted.

[Here the gavel fell.]

The CHAIRMAN. The= question is on
the amendment offered by the gentleman
from Illinois [Mr. DIRKSEN].

The question was taken; and the Chair
being in doubt, the Committee divided,
ard there were—ayes 55, noes 52.

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand tellers.

Tellers were ordered.

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Chairman, I move
that the Committee do now rise,

The question was taken; and the Chair
being in doubt, the Committee divided,
and there were—ayes 65, noes 54.

Mr. DIRKSEN., Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand tellers.

Tellers were ordered, and the Chair ap-
pointed as tellers Mr. Tarver and Mr.
DIRKSEN.

The Committee again divided; and the
tellers reported that there were—ayes 76,
noes 5.

So the motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the Committee rose; and
the Speaker having resumed the chair,
Mr. RaMsPECK, Chairman of the Commit-
tee of the Whole House on the state of
the Union, reported that the Committee
having had under consideration the bill
(H. R. 6709) the agricultural appropria-
tion bill, had come to no resolution
thereon.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. TARVER. Mr, Speaker, I have in
my hand a decision which was requested
by the subcommittee and which goes to
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the pending bill, relating to certain ac-
tivities of the Farm Security Administra-
tion. I think the membership of the
committee should have the benefit of the
information contained in this decision,
and I ask unanimous consent that I may
extend my remarks in the Appendix of
the Recorp by publishing this decision.’

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Geor-
gia?

There was no objection.

Mr. BEITER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my own re-
marks in the Recorp and to include
therein excerpts from a recent report of
the National Resources Planning Board.

The SPEAKER. Is there cbhjection to
the request of the gentleman from New
York?

There was no objection,

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex-
tend my remarks in the Recorp and to
include therein an article by Inez Robb
entitled “What British Women Are Do-
ing To Help Win the War.” Mr, Speaker,
the article may run a trifle over the
amount allowed, although I think not,
and I ask permission to include the arti-
cle notwithstanding that fact.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentlewoman from
Massachusetts?

There was no objection.

Mr. RIZLEY. Mr. Speaker, on last
Friday I obtained unanimous consent to
extend my remarks in the ReEcorp by in-
cluding therein an address delivered in
Oklahoma by the Honorable Ralph Carr,
Governor of California. I find, after con-
sulting the Public Printer, that it runs
slightly over 2 pages, and the amount is
$112.75. I now renew my request.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Okla-
homa?

There was no objection,

Mr. ENGEL. Mr, Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent to extend my own remarks
in the REecorp and include an excerpt
from a broadcast by Mr. Fulton Lewis,
Jr., on clothing-contract policies.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection,

LEAVE TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE

The SPEAKER. Under previous or-
der, the gentleman from Alabama [Mr.
Parrick] is recognized for 15 minutes.

Mr. PATRICK. Mr. Speaker, we have
had a very heavy day today in the House,
and the lawmakers are tired. The mes-
sage that I have to address to the House
will keep until next Tuesday, and I shall
defer that until that time if I can get
unanimous consent to address the House
on Tuesday next. Mr. Speaker, I ack
unanimous consent that on Tuesday next,
after the disposition of other matters on
the Speeker’'s table, I be permitted to
address the House for 15 minutes,

The SPEAEKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

PROSECUTION OF THE WAR
Mr. GREEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-

imous consent to proceed for 1 minute
and to revise and extend my remarks.
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

[Mr. Green addressed the House,
His remarks appear in the Appendix.]

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. RAMSPECK. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my remarks
in the Appendix of the REcorD by print-
ing a letter from the executive secretary
of the Railway Labor Executive Associa-
tion in regard to the pending appropria-
tion bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted as follows:

To Mr. BisHop, for an indefinite period
because of serious illness in his family.

To Mr. Davis of Ohio, for 3 days, on
account of official business.

To Mr. Doucras (at the request of Mr.
Hancock), for an indefinite period on ac-
count of illness.

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I move
that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accordingly
(at 5 o'clock and 1 minute p. m.) the
House adjourned until tomorrow, Friday,
March 6, 1942, at 12 o’clock noon.

COMMITTEE HEARINGS
COMMITTEE ON IRRIGATION AND RECLAMATION

The Committee on Irrigation and
Reclamation will meet Friday, March 6,
at 10:30 a. m., in room 353, House Office
Building, to continue hearings on the bill
H. R. 6522.

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY

On Wednesday, March 11, 1942, at 10
a. m. subcommittee No. 3 of the Commit-
tee on the Judiciary will continue hear-
ings on H. R. 6444, to provide for the
registration of labor organizations, busi-
ness, and trade associations, and so forth.
The hearing will be held in the Judiciary
Committee room, 346 House Office Build-
ing, Washington, D. C.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

1454. A letter from the President, Board
of Commissioners of the District of Co-
Iumbia, transmitting a draft of a proposed
bill to authorize the Commissioners of the
District of Columbia to assign officers and
members of the Metropolitan Police force to
duty in the detective bureau of the Metro-
politan Police Department, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on the District
of Columbia.

1455. A letter from the Administrator,

Veterans' Administration., transmitting a
draft of a proposed bill aurhorizing the Ad-
ministrator of Veterans’ Affairs to grant ease~
ments in certa'n lands of the Veterans' Ad-
ministration Faecility, Murfreesboro, Tenn.,
to the city of Murfreesboro, State of Ten-
nessee, to enable the city to construct and
maintain a water pumping station and pipe
line; to the Committee on World War
Veterans' Legislation.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

1456, A letter from the Secretary of War
transmitting a draft of a proposed bill to
limit the initial base pay of $21 per month
for enlisted men in the Army and Marine
Corps to those of the seventh grade; to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

1457. A communication from the President
of the United States transmitting a supple-
mental estimate of appropriation for the
fiscal year 1942, amounting to $300,000, for
the Lands Division of the Department of
Justice (H. Doc. No. 645); to the Committee
on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

1458, A communication from the President
of the United States, transmitting supple-
mental estimates of appropriation for the
fiscal year 1942 in the aggregate amount of
$3,280,000, together with a provision for a
contract authorization in addition thereto
in the amount of £25400,000 for the Federal
Works Agency (H. Doc. No. 646); to the
Committee on Appropriations and ordered
to be printed.

1459. A communication from the Presi-
dent of the United States, transmitting a
supplemental estimate of appropriation for
the fiscal year 1942 in the amount of $100,-
000,000 for the Federal Works Agency (H. Doc.
No. 647); to the Committee on Appropria-
tions and ordered to be printed.

1460. A communication from the President
of the United States, transmitting a supple-
mental estimate of appropriation for the
Department of Commerce for the fiscal year
1942 amounting to $530,000 (H. Doc. No. 648);
to the Committee on Appropriations and
ordered to be printed.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of
committees were delivered to the Clerk
for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:

Mr. MAY: Committee on Military Affairs.
Interim report, Special Committee No. 3 on
Matériel, Procurement, and Personnel, pur-
suant to House Resolution 162, Seventy-sev-
enth Congress, first session: without amend-
ment (Rept. No. 1873). Referred to the
Committee of the Whole House on the state
of the Union.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of
committees were delivered to the Clerk
for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:

Mr. COFFEE of Washington: Committee on
Claims. S. 1696. An act for the relief of
Bessie Walden; with amendment (Rept. No.
1855). Referred to the Committee of the
Whole House.

Mr. CHENOWETH: Committee on Claims.
8 1898. An act for the relief of the heirs of
Mrs. Nazaria Garcla, of Winslow, Ariz.; with-
out amendment (Rept. No. 1856). Referred
to the Committee of the Whole House.

Mr. SAUTHOFF: Committee on Claims,
H. R. 1154. A bill for the relief of George
C. Dewey; with amendment (Rept. No. 1857).
Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House.

Mr. WEISS: Committee on Claims, H. R.
2014. A bill for the relief of Carl L. Jones;
without amendment (Rept. No. 1858). Re-
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House,

Mr. COFFEE of Washington: Committee on
Claims. H. R. 2730. A bill for the relief of
Dorothy Silva; with amendment (Rept. No.
1869). Referred to the Committee of the
Whole House.

Mr. COFFEE of Washington: Committee on
Claims. H. R. 4153. A bill for the relief of
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Cleaver Kelley; with amendment (Rept. No.
1860). Referred to the Committee of the
Whole House.

Mr. WINTER: Committee on Claims. H. R.
4180. A bill for the relief of Edward Keating;
with amendment (Rept. No. 1861). Referred
to the Committee of the Whole House.

Mr. WINTER: Committee on Claims. H. R.
4331. A bill for the relief of Alice R. Swett,
with amendment (Rept. No. 1862). Referred
to the Committee of the Whole House.

Mr. WINTER: Committee on Claims. H. R.
4408. A bill for the relief of the estate of
Robert 8. Swett; with amendment (Rept. No.
1863). Referred to the Committee of the
Whole House.

Mr. SAUTHOFF: Committee on Claims.
H. R. 4464. A bill for the relief of Henry J.
MecCloskey; with amendment (Rept. No. 1864).
Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House

Mr. EEOGH: Committee on Claims. H R.
4798. A blll for the relief of G. C. Barco;
with amendment (Rept. No. 1865). Referred
to the Committee of the Whole House.

Mr. SAUTHOFF: Committee on Claims.
H. R. 4981. A bill conferring jurisdiction
upon the District Court of the United States
for the Eastern District of New York to hear,
determine, and render judgment upon cer-
tain claims against the United States of the
Phoenix Construction Assoclates; with
amendment (Rept. No, 1866). Referred to
the Committee of the Whole House.

Mr. JENNINGS: Committee on Claims.
H. R. 5438. A bill for the relief of the San
Diego Gas & Electric Co.; with amendment
(Rept. No. 1867). Referred to the Committee
of the Whole House.

Mr. KLEIN: Committee on Claims. H. R.
5439. A bill for the relief of Joseph Soulek;
with amendment (Rept. No. 1868). Referred
to the Committee of the Whole House.

Mr. SAUTHOFF: Committee on Claims.
H. R. 5452. A bill for the relief of Emmett
Armstrong; with amendment (Rept. No.
1869). Referred to the Committee of the
Whole House.

Mr. EEOGH: Committee on Claims. H. R.
5569. A bill for the relief of William Hors-
man; without amendment (Rept. No. 1870).
Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House.

Mr. CHENOWETH: Committee on Claims.

‘H. R. 5506. A bill for the relief of Tommy

Huddleston; with amendment (Rept. No.
1871). Referred to the Committee of the
‘Whole House.

Mr. McGEHEE: Committee on Claims. H.
R. 6714. A bill for the relief of Daniel Elliott
and Helen Elliott; without amendment (Rept.
No. 1872). Referred to the Committee of the
‘Whole House.

Mr. LESINSKI: Committee on Invalid Pen-
slons. H. R. 6728. A bill granting pensions
and increases of pensions to certain depend-
ents of veterans of the Civil War; without
amendment (Rept. No. 1874). Referred to
the Committee of the Whole House.

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public
bills and resolutions were introduced and
severally referred as follows:

By Mr LESINSKI:

H. R. 6728. A bill granting pensions and
increase of pensions to certain dependents of
veterans of the Civil War; to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. BOREN:

H.R.6720. A bill to authorize the Secre-
tary of Commerce to establish fees or charges
for services performed or publicaticns or
forms furnished by the Department of Com-
merce; to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce.



1942

By Mr. TRAYNOR:

H.R.6730. A bill to protect the public
health by the prevention of certain practices
leading to dental disorders; and to prevent
$he circumvention of certain State or Terri-
torial laws regulating the practice of den-
tistry; to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. HOBES:

H. J. Res. 288 Joint resolution to codify
and emphasize existing rules and customs
pertaining to the display and use of the flag
of the United States of America; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private
bills and resolutions were introduced and
severally referred as follows:

By Mr. MARTIN of Towa:

H.R.6731. A bill to reinstate John B. Day,
a captaln, United States Army, retired, to
the active list of Regular Army; to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs,

By Mr MICHENER:

H.R.8732. A bill granting an increase in
pension to Nora T. Gorton; to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts:

H.R.6733. A bill for the relief of Leslie P.
Horton; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr O’BRIEN of Michigan:

H.R.6734. A bill for the relief of Victor
Bonnici; to the Committee on Immigration
and Naturalization.

By Mr. SAUTHOFF:

H.R. 6735. A bill for the relief of Willlam

Muetz; to the Committee on Claims,

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions
and papers were laid on the Clerk's desk
and referred as follows:

2519 By Mr. FORAND: Resolution of resi-
dents of Portuguese descent in the city of
Providence, R. I., adopted at a mass meeting
on March 1, 1942, earnestly endorsing all
measures taken by the United States Gov-
ernment to bring to a final success and vie-
tory this war for the preservation of democ-
racy and the peace of the world, and pledging
absolute loyalty to the United States; to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs

2520. By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of the
Prohibition Party of Lawrence County, Pa.,
urging the passage of Senate bill 860 in order
to preserve law and order amongst the armed
services at all times and to enable them
to perform their important duties; to the
Committee on Military Affairs,

2521. By Mr. HAINES: Resolution passed by
the Pennsylvania State Senate on March 3,
1942, opposing the proposed erection of the
dam on the Clarion River in Pennsylvania;
to the Committee on Flood Control.

2522. By Mr. RICH: Petition of the First
Baptist Church of Bradford, Pa., proposing to
prohibit the manufacture and sale of all alco-
holic beverages for the duration of the war;
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

2523. By Mr. THOMAS of New Jersey: Reso-
lution adopted by the Board of Chosen Free-
holders, Bergen County, N. J., opposing the
passage of Senate bill 2015 and House bill
5949, the said bills being against the best
interests of the county of Bergen; to the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com=
merce.

2524. Also, resolution adopted by Hunter-
don County Board of Agriculture, Flemington,
N. J. petitioning those responsible for as-
signing quotas for selective service boards
to so set quotas that selective service will
not absorb a large percentage of available
farm labor and thus add to the present farm-
labor shortage; to the Committee on Military
Affairs,
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Frmay, Marcu 6, 1942

The House met at 12 o’clock noon.

The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera
Montgomery, D. D., offered the following
prayer:

Almighty God, grant us wisdom ade-
quate to know our duty, and, as we hear
Thy call, give us will to answer, We
praise Thee with grateful hearts that
Thy infinite holy nature holds a wide,
deep pity which atones, forgives, and
saves. Its power and consolation reach
around the earth, to those in tears, in
sorrow, and even in death. :

Thou who are the living bread upon
which we must feed, the vine on which
there are unwithering branches, and the
Good Shepherd who leads the way into
green pastures, we pray Thee to be
graciously near the mothers and daugh-
ters of our country’s defenders; they are
sacrificial workers in freedom’s neces-
sities; their toil is transfigured from
labor into a mission both human and
divine. We rejoice that men are called
not only to be apostles and prophets, but
to work for Thee and humanity, glorified
by a high and holy purpose, whose sacri-
fice and hardness do not escape the ap-
proving eyes of a good God. We most
humbly beseech Thee that calm be-
haviour may possess our citizens, and do
Thou give deliverance from irresponsi-
bility and from all voices full of greedy
conflict. Through Jesus Christ our
Lord. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of yes-
terday was read and approved.
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate, by Mr.
Baldridge, one of its clerks, announced
that the Senate had passed without
amendment bills of the House of the
following titles:

H.R.1535. An uct for the relief of the es-
tate of John J. Murray,

H.R.2120 An act for the relief of John
H. Durnil;

H. R.2430. An act for the relief of John
Huff;

H.R.4806. An act for the relief of David
B. Byrne;

H.R.5478. An act for the relief of Nell
Mahoney; and

H.R.6531. An act to suspend the effec-
tiveness during the existing natlonal emer-
gency of tariff dutles on scrap iron, scrap
steel, and nonferrous-metal scrap.

The message also announced that the
Senate had passed a bill of the following
title, in which the concurrence of the
House is requested:

§.221. An act conferring jurisdiction upon
th. Court of Claims of the United States to
hear, determine, and render judgment upon
the claims of the Beacon Oyster Co., the
Point Whart Oyster Co., and B. J. Rooks &
Sons.

The message also announced that the
Senate had passed, with amendments
in which the concurrence of the House
is requested, & bill of the House of the
following title:

H.R.6511 An act making appropriations
for the Treasury and Post Office Departments
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1943, and
for other purposes.
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The message also announced that the
Senate insists upon its amendments to
the foregoing bill, requests a conference
with the House on the disagreeing votes
of the two Houses thereon, and appoints
Mr. Grass, Mr., McKeLLar, Mr. TypInGs,
Mr. McCarraN, Mr. BamLey, Mr. Lobce,
and Mr. WHiTE to be the conferees on
the part of the Senate.

The message also announced that the
Senate had passed, with amendments in
which the concurrence of the House is
requested, bills of the House of the fol-
lowing titles:

H. R. 2320. An act to accept the cesslon by
the States of North Carolina and Tennessee
of exclusive jurisdiction over the lands em-
braced within the Great Smoky Mountains
National Park, and for other purposes; and

H.R.6005. An act to authorize cases under
the Expediting Act of February 11, 1803, to
be heard and determined by courts consti-
tuted in the same manner as courts consti-
tuted to hear and determine cases involving
the constitutionality of acts of Congress.

The message also announced that the
Senate insists upon its amendment to
the bill (H. R. 4557) entitled “An act for
the relief of the estate of Mrs. Edna B.
Crook,” disagreed to by the House; agrees
to the conference asked by the House on
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses
thereon, and appoints Mr. BrowN, Mr.
SPENCER, and Mr. Caprrer to be the con-
ferees on the part of the Senate.

The message also announced that the
Senate insists upon its amendment to
the bill (H. R. 4665) entitled “An act for
the relief of Harry Kahn,” disagreed to
by the House; agrees to the conference
asked by the House on the disagreeing
votes of the two Houses thereon, and ap-
points Mr. BRown, Mr. ELLENDER, and Mr,
CarpER to be the conferees on the part of
the Senate.

The message also announced that the
Senate insists upon its amendment to the
bill (H. R. 5290) entitied “An act for the
relief of Mrs. Eddie A. Schneider,” dis-
agreed to by the House; agrees to the
conference asked by the House on the
disagreeing votes of the two Houses
thereon, and appoints Mr. Brown, Mr,
ELLENDER, and Mr. CAPPER to be the con-
ferees on the part of the Senate,

The message also announced that the
Senate insists upon its amendments to
the bill (H. B. 5473) entitled “An act for
the relief of Allene Ruhlman and John
P. Ruhlman,”" disagreed to by the House;
agrees to the conference asked by the
House on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses thereon, and appoints Mr.
Brown, Mr. TUNNELL, and Mr, CAPPER to
be the conferees on the part of the
Senate.

The message also announced that the
Senate disagrees to the amendment of
the House to the bill (S. 2198) entitled
“An act to previde for the financing of
the War Damage Corporation, to amend
the Reconstrustion Finance Corporation
Act, as amended, and for other purposes,”
requests a conference with the House on
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses
thereon, and appoints Mr. MALONEY, M,
BANKHEAD, Mr. RADCLIFFE, Mr. DANAHER,
and Mr. TarT to be the conferees on the
part of the Senate.

The message also announced that the
Vice President had appointed Mr. BARK-
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